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This report is comprised of a basic compendium of data gathered from 
a national probability sample of households with children under 14 years of 
age, Tabulations presented are baaed on 4, 609 personal interviews conducted 
during the late spring and early summer of 1975 as part of a contract spon- 
sored by the Office of Child Development of the U.S. Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare to determine national levels of child care usage as 
well as consumer needs, preferences and attitudes on child care* 

The primary purpose of this volume is to provide a full accounting of 
all the basic questionnaire items and variables encompassed by the survey 
including marginal distributions and sample dispositions* As such* the 
report represents a limited, preliminary examination of the data, not a 
final analysis. 

Given the sheer Volume of the data, it is all too easy to lose continuity 
and topical perspective, Consequently, the report hym been organized along 
four substantive themes— the characteristics of the households; levels of 
usage; measures of sattsfeetion and preference i and cost and transportation— 
supported by very brief esrplanatory narratives. Simplicity has been sought 
throughout with most orose-tabulati^ns Mid higher-order tables relegate^ 
to the various appendices for tibose who wish to explore further tibia nuances 
of the data. ' * 

Two additional volumes based on this survey are planned f Jr th^ future. 
Volume n is an analysis of the patterns and trends of child care usage* 
Volume in is a treatment of the opinions, attitudes and typologies of child 
care consumers* . 
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SECTION I 
INTRODUCTION 

A Perspective • ■ . 

There are approximately 25 million households in the 48 conterminous 
United States with at least one child 13 years old or younger. Of these house- 
holds, nearly 90% use some form of child care arrangement — whether formal 
or informal, by using a family or non-family member, regularly or occasion- 
ally, in a home or in an institutional setting—when the mother or otter adult 
assuming primary responsibility for care is not available, Six million house- 
holds rely exclusively on members of the immediate household (e # g s ; siblings 
or spouses) or schools, while some 16 million engage a relative, babysitter, 
nursery school, family home proprietor, day care center or other external 
arrangement* By far^the highest incidence of usage can be attributed to what - 
most of us would call babysitting* 

There is nothing particularly startling in the ? 'bottom -line H statistics 
from tills survey, Indeed, the broad picture portrayed is the very character" 
of the study, for we ate concerned not just with low-income households, with 
working mothers, with exceptional children, with day care centers nor with 
any other single target group or method oftoare* Rather, the Stu^ was de- 
signed to ft ad out, from a national viewpoint, just how children are cared for, 
how often child care services are purchased, at what costs, for what reasons 
and with what accompanying problems and barriers. Of related interest are 
the preferences, opinions and attitudes of consumers. 



\ Tu be sure, there are population subgroups of special interest, ,- . „ 

/particularly those for whom culture or economic circumstance may pose 
different hardships or impediments* Hence, ethnic minorities and low- 
income households were intentionally overreprcsented in the sample to 
bolster the capability for analyzing such trends, but weighting techniques 
have been employed to preserve the essential national perspective, 

Abstracted Summary 

Except where editorially irresistible, this report does not seek to 
draw conclusions. The report sections, however, may be summarised by 

it'' • 

topic as follows: ' 

II. Design g and Methodolog y* The .survey universe consisted of households 
with telephones, .A sample frame for In-person interviews was devel- 
. opted by computer-generating 25,000 random telephone numbers under 
a stratified national probability design, anertsoreening those who 
answered to determine if the household contained any children under 
14. Names and addresses volunteered over the phone were used to 
obtain face-to-face interviews of about an hour in length* A specimen 
questionnaire is included in the appendix to Section IE. 

III. Characteristics of Sample Households. Over 90% of the respondents 
were females. Over 80% of respondents were, married* Most of. the 
households consisted of nuclear families, and only ghaut 2% of the 
children were not sons or daughters of respondents. The overall 
household income distribution was decidedly "middle class", with about 
15% (Weighted) falita^ below the poverty level. Just under two-thirds 
of the "mothers" were employed neither full nor part-time* 



Measures of Child Care Usaga Although nearly 90%- reported using 
some form of child care, only .about two-thirds use care provided by 
someone outside of the family v'huoleus... The most frequent external 
arrangement is care by a relative in the relative's home (35, 2% of , 
households). About one in four use care i^.the- child's home by a non-* 
relative, About one in eight of all children receive full-time- 
equivalent care (30 or more hours a week),, but the' majority of chil- 
dren receive care so infrequently as to average iess than an hour per 
week, / 

? » • o 

Reasons, Satisfaction, Preferences and Prior Usa^e , About 40% of the 
households use child care related to the parents 1 employment or 
education, The most frequent reason for eare'is so the parent can 
f, go out" (e,g, , sd&ial reasons, shopping, entertainment). The most 
"satisfying" care arrangements from the parents ' viewpoint are those 
provided by relatives. The least satisfactory tends to be care in ^ 
the child's home by a non-relative, There is substantial latent demand 
for nursery school and day care center care, most often barred by 
high cost. Care in the child's home is preferred over care in the 
homes of others* ■ 

Costs and Transportation, Approximately 65% of those using chjjd 
care pay in cash* The remainder compensate by services or favors 
or receive free care* Day care centers represent the iiost expensive 
method used while relatives are the most economical,, Nine of tea 
children receiving care away from home are transported by family 
members* . * 

Opinions and Attitudes. This section consists of miscellaneous data 
for which no observations are provided, 
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section n 

DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY 

Overview 1 

Data presented in this rnport were collected from a stratified national 
probability sample of telephone h jus scolds with children 13 yearn old or younger. 
The sample frame was obtained by screening some 24 J 900 randomly selected 
households by telephone to identify those with children, resulting in an available 
sample of 9, 075 households, " 

A total of 4,809 interviews were obtained from a sample space of 
6, 850, exceeding the original survey goal of 4,500. A specimen instrument 
is included in the appendix to this section. For the reader preferring to relate 
data to the exact questions asked, a crose-inde^appears at the beginning of 
this appendix, t - 

Interviews were conducted in person at tiie respondents ! homes by the 

field interviswing staff of Chilton Research Services, Inc. , under subcontract 

with Unco. The average .administration time was approximately one hour. 

... .* J . 

Only scanty discv lion is devoted in this section to the sample design 

and field management proc ,ures since each has been the topic of detailed 

reports previously submitted to the bffioe of Child Development under this 

contract, Consistent with. the objectives of this report, no higher-order 

statistical techniques, save probability sampling and weighting, have been 



There were three basic steps to the sample design: selection ol primary 

sampling units (PSUs), selection of central offices (telephone exchanges) , and 

determination of sampling rates within central offices, 

•' • \ •' \> ' ■* - - 

In the first step, , all PSUs were categorized as being in o^e of four 

Census-Defined regions .-Northeast, North Central, South and W^st. Within 

each region, PSUp w^'fuitter Btwfiftftdi'. aecordingto whether or not ftey 

were in Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSAs), with an additional 

distinction made within SMSAs between center-city and eutalde-eenter-eity 

areas. The selection of PSUs, therefore, was a function of a 12-level plan 

across four regions and three residential strata, Within the 12 strata, central 

cities were oversampled, such that the residential distribution was 50% central 

cities, 33% SMSA -other and 17% outside SMSAs, : , 

■ ' ■ - - ' ' • • \ 

TJid second step In the sample design was tiie selection of central 
offices, For each primary sampling unlt f four central offices were randomly 
selected. However, to improve the efficiency of screening* the sampling rates 
within the selected centrtfl offices emphasised blacks and Spanish-Americans 
and households "near or below the poverty line , During screening, updated 
demographic recbrds were kept on ttie yields from each central office. 
Central offices wer# oversampled in cases inwhioji there were relatively 
high observed proportions of minority gtoups or households near or below 
the poverty line, so as to guarantee sufficient raw interview records among 
minority and poverty households to conduct analysis of differences between 
racial and economic subgroups, 



13 

11-2 

» f 



In addition to tiie differential sampling rater among central offices, a 
third step was introduced In the sample design, also to assure adequate repre 
sentation of the target groups, using the following proportions: 

* fc TABLE n-1 

White J - 

Below poverty 7% 

Poverty to 200% poverty 18 

Over 200% poverty ■ 27 ft 



Black 



Below poverty 11% 
pQverty to 200% poverty 11 
J3ver 200% poverty 41 



Spanish-American * . 11% 

Up to 200% poverty „ 7% 

Over 200% poverty 4 

Other 7^ 



100% 



To develop the sample frame, centralized te^phone screening was used, 
^Screening interviewers worked from batches of randomly generated telephone 
number^ using the area codes and prefixes of the central offices selected, A 
five-minute questionnaire was developed to establish if the household was 
eligible to participate in the study (i.e, , containing at least one child under 1 
14), to identify the person responsible for care of the children, and to obtain 
the^ needed demographic Information, » 

ApproximatelyJ5,000 screening interviews were completed, ' of which 
9, 075 identified households having children under ,14, These households 
were then divided into two matched groups of roughly equal size for use by 
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the field interviewers in conducting the in-person interviews* That is, tte 
households were assigned as matched pairs in which the interviewers attempted 
to obtain an interview with toe first of the pair (up to four attempts each for 
setting an appointment and for actually carrying out the interview) before 
replacement with the second name, This procedure was used as one of 
several to minimize bias in the overall methodology. Altegethery 6,850 
households were used in obtaining the 4,809 interviews (the remainder wire 
either back-up pairs, as described, or upper income whites for which a por- 
tion of the sample wiy^not mailed to the field due to the more than ample 
yield from telephone screening), \ 

An overall completion rate of 67% was achieved wife 953 (13, 9%) 
refusals and 1,288 (18, 8%) failures to locate an eligible respondent, * 

Use of Weighted Data 

Under a controlled probability sample, all households enter Into the 
survey witti a known probability of .selection. In the ease of "overrepresented" 
(or certainty) primary sampling units and central offices, households are 
selected under greater probability than In "normal" or undersampled areas. 
Consequently, since the probabilities of selection can be determined, unequal 
weights may be calculated to compensate for dlsproportional sampling and* to" 
project an unbiased estimate of me population universe, n 



♦Included in this category are (1) moved from area, (2) youngest child 
turned 14 and (3) .unable to contact after four tries. 
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The basic approach used in deriving weights in this study involved a 
three-stage process summarized (indeed oversimplified) as- 



P * P P 

1 2 ; 



3 



where: p^s the probability of selection of the 

respondent's primary sampling unit (PSU) 

p 2 is * e probability of selection for 
the respondents central office 

Pg ii lie ratio of completed interviews in 
the respondents central office over 
tile pize of the subs ample : f tame 
• (# of telephone numbers available) 

3 E is a ratio estimator bas.ed on known 

* population proportions in the stratum. 



In order to minimize the possibility of extraordinary sample errors caused 

by very high weights f an exponential smoothing process was applied to the vector 

*• »• * * 

of weighting factors, controlling for fee total weighting within each of the target 

sample cells, . 

As a result, each observation received a final weighting factor projecting, 
In a rough conceptual sense, the number of U* S s households represented by a 
given number! 



Unless otherwise noted , all data reported herein are population estimates 
derived as fee sum of fee applicable weights and reported in thousands. The 
fact that one or two observations with high weights may suggest apparent 
anomolies in extremely small cells should- be kept in mind, particularly when 
interpreting numbers occurring in fee tails of distributions, 
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Missing Data *> 

Always a troublesome problem in survey research, missing data.or 
item non-response results from' refusals, "don't knows 1 ' 1 and occasionally 
collection, coding and keypunching errors. Whenever weighting is used to 
project actual estimates of the universe, non« response not only introduces 
bias in estimates of population means Mid proportions, but also has the addi- 
tional -ifef feet- ^ absolute projected numbers. 

Fortunately, the observed non- response for most of the questionnaire 
items in this study is#^ear trivial. Household income constitutes the* most 
serious problem wM a iwn-response rate of 11, 5%, most,:pf which involves 
refusals. A commensurate non- response rate was experienced when respon- 
dents using day care centers, nursery schools or care by non- relatives in 
other than the childrens' own homes were asked if the provider was licensed. 
The relatively low completion rates experienced here were generally due to 
lack of knowledge, . 

There are at least three common ways of dealing with missing data, 
*■ . 
First, ,an additional cell f'npn- response" or "missing")', can be added to each 

class variable. We do not favor this approach because, although marginal 

totals are preserved, proportions (e, g, , percentages) are distorted. 

Secondly, non- response can be artificially allocated according to observed 

proportions. Although we plan to employ allocation by computer in subsequeit 

phases of the research, it was decided that this report, as a "first cut" at 

the data should retain the maxim of simplicity. This leads us to the third 

method of treating non-response— to ignoro missing data duftng tabulation 

and evaluate its impact during analysis, 

> ■ • * . 
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As an aid to interpreting the, results as well as an informative descrip- 
tion of the data, a sample disposition table, expressed in unweighted (raw) 
observations, is provided for every questionnaire item. 

However,/ if the reader wishes to venture further than the analysis , 
provided in te&rt f partleulr *ly in interpreting the supplemental cross- tabulations 
included in the various appendices, he or she is advised to use, where possible, 
p ^portions or percentages. If an absolute projected population estimate is 
needed; it is a good idea to refer to appropriate sample disposition tables to 
assess possible effects of missing date, 

" ■ • \ 

■> * ■■ - \ 
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Starting with yourself , I would appreciate it if you would give me the age and 
relationship of each^ person in your household* (GIVE THE ADULTS FIRST AND THEN 
THE CHILDREN (OLDEST TO .YOUNGEST) (RECORD BELOW IN Q. 1 COL, AND PROPER NAMES 
IN AGE GROUPS ON FLAP) .. 

Which of these people provide financial support for, your child (children) ? / 
(RECORD IN Q. 2 COL,) * 
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Q, 2 
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Relationship to 
Respondent 


Age 


Help 
Support 


Irespgndent 






































































































, ! 



















(FOR CODING USE ONLY) 



TOTAL NUMER OF CHILDREN UNDER 14 'YEARS OF s AGE (FROM GRID IN Q, 1), 



|3« Which, if any, of the following people or agencies outsid^ of your household provide 
financial support for any of your children? Tell me all that apply, (READ LIST- 
CIRCLE AS APPROPRIATE) 



1 Spouse or ex-spouse 

1 (outside of your, household) 




r— - - - \ 

Aid for Dependent Children 




J Relative (outside, ot your household) 




Other Public Welfare Program 




1 Other person (outside of 
J your household) 




Other government source 
(Veterans Administration, 
Social Security, etc). 




1 Government payments or subsidies 
1 expressly for ehildcare 


\ 




1 Income tax deductions for 
Childcsr* Pavjnents 




Other Private Agency or 
Organisation ^ 




1 Work Incentive Program (WIN) 


'■ * • 


None ' 
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) 



A, 



'Do. any of your children under 14 years of age have disabilities, or special 
pfrobiems? t , 



CONTINUE 


Yes 


1 


SKIP TO Q. 6 


No % " 


2 



5 . (IF "YES") Which child (children) is that? (REFER TO Q- 1 AND WRITE THE AGE(S) 
OF THE CHILD (REN) IN THE SPACES BfiLOW) - 



Now, Hn" the next few questions, we want to know something about how you .arrange for the 
care of your (child) (children) when you cannot take care of (him/l>er) (them) yourself* 

6 . (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 6) (CIRCLE BELOW EACH AGE GROUP IN WHICH RESPONDENT HAS 
ONE CR MORE. CHILDREN AND ASK Q, 6 FOR EACH AGE GROUP) 
" Sometimes people use different childeare arrangements during l:he-suimer mbnthfe only^ 
Whether or not you use childeare during the year, I'd like to know if you used any 
of the. following special kinds of childeare during last 'summer ; L.Did you use any of 
these types last summer for '(REAP APPROPRIATE XCE GROUP) ? Tell me all that apply* 





Special Summer Childeare-" — • - •- 


0-2 yrs. 


j 3-5- yrs. 


Sroup 
6-9 yrs* 


10^13 yrs. 


1) 


No special summer care 

(Same as rest of year) .. .. . . . 






* 




2) 












3) 


Cosmiunity recreation program! swimming 
pool r or supervised playground 






> - 




4) 


Summer school * 










5) 


Public school activities program 










6) 


Send child to stay with relatives < % 










7) 


Relative comes to stay with child 




\ 






8) 


Neighbor or friend watches child (Includes 
older unrelated child who is on summer 
vacation ) - 










9) 


Cared for by older brother or .sister who 
is on summer vacation a-, ; 




5 






10) 


Nursery or daycare program 
(Summer only) 












Other (SPECIFY) 














No childeare used during the summer 
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7* Me are interested in all the arrangements you make to have (NAME OP CHILD) taken -// 
eari of when you cannot be present yourself, (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 7) Please 
look at the various arrangements shown on this card and 8 tell me all the arrange- 
mints Vou are presently using, (RECORD IN Q, 7 COL.„ ALSO ENTER ON FLAP ANY TYPES 
USED THAT ARE IN H USER" CATEGORY (ITEMS 1-9) . ) ■ 

8. (IF RESPONDENT CHOSE CODES 4, 5 OR 6) Is this person or place licensed? (RECORD 

IN Q. 8 COL.) . - 

\ ' ; • » , - „" « " , 

ASK Q , 1 s 9 THRU 13 IN ORDER, AS APPLICABLE, FOR EACH TYPE OF CHILD CARE USED IN "USER" 
CATEGORY (ITEMS 1-9 ONLY). (IF NONE USED, SKIP TO NEXT CHILD, IF NO OTHER CHILD, 
SKIP TO Q, 20,) * 



RESPONDENT CARD Q. 9) P lease # look at this card and tell me the time of day 
when you Usually use (CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT) (RECORD IN Q, 9 COL,) 



1, Whole day 

2, Mornings Only 

3, * Afternoons Only 



4. Evenings Only 

5, At night (overnight) Only 
6- Varying times 



10. (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 10) Please tell me the days of the week when you usually 
use (CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT) ^ (RECORD IN Q, 10 f )L.) - ■ , -. 

, 1- Weekdays ", 

2 . Weekends ■ 3 ■ 

"■ 3, Weekdays and weekends ' * . .. 

11. (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q, 11) " And finally f please tell me how often £ou use ' 
. (CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT ) ? (RECORD IN Q. -11 COL,) 



1. Fixed times 

2. Rotating times (days or hours) 

3. Irregular, predictable times 



/ 4 .Irregular, unpredictable times- 
5. Split times 



12, On the average, how many hours per week would you say you used (TYPE OF CHILDCARE) ? 
(RECORD IN Q. 12 COL,) 

13. How satisfied are you with (CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT) ? Would you say you are \ 

(1) very satisfied , (2) satisfied, (3) not completely satisfied, or (4) dissatis- 
fied? (CIRCLE APPROPRIATE CODE IN'Q. 13 COL, ) 
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(t 

1\ We are interested ih all the arrangements you make to have (NAME Og. CHILD) taken 
care of when you cannot be present yourself, (HAND RESPONDENT CARD^Q, 7) Please, 
look at the various arrangements shofcn on this card and tell me aJLl the arrange- 
ments you are presently using. (RECORD IN Q, 7 COL. ALSO ENTER ON FLAP ANY TYPES 
USED THAT ARE IN "USER 11 CATEGORY (ITEMS 1-9),) 

8. (IF RESPONDENT CHOSE CODES 4, 5 OR 6) Is this person or place license^? (RECORD 
IN Q. 8 COL.) ... , ■ / 

ASK Q, 1 S 9 THRU 13 IN ORDER, AS APPLICABLE, FOR EACH TYPE OF CHILDCARE USED IN "USER" 
CATEGORY (ITEMS 1-9 ONLY) * <IF NONE USED, SKIP TO NEXT CHILD, IF NO OTHER CHILD, 
SKIP TO Q.' 20.) 

9. (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q, 9) Please look at this card and tell me the time of day 
when you usually use (HHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT) (RECORD IN Q/ 9 COL.) 

"4 ** 

1, Whole day ■ 4, Evenings Only^ • " 

2, Mornings Only "5. At night (overnight) Only 

3, Afternoons Only . . 6, Varying t,imes 

10. (HAND RESPONDENT JfARD Q, 10) Please tell, me the days of the week when you usually 
use (CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT) . (RECORD IN Q. 10 COL, ) 

■ * *■■ 

1 . Weekdays 

2, Weekends 

. 3., Weekdays and weekends 

11. (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 'll) And finally, please tell me how often you use 
(CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT) ? (RECORD IN Q, 11 COL,) 

. 1, Fixed times, - 4, Irregular, unpredictable times 

2, Rotating times (days or hours) 5. Split times 

3, Irregular, predictable times ■ " " . 

,12, On the average, how many hours per week would you say you used (TYP E OF CH I LPCARE ) ? 
(RECORD IN Q. 12 COL,) . " ■ \ ~ "~ 

L r 

13, How satisfied are you with (CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT) ? Would you say you are: 

(I) very satisfied , (2) satis fied f (3) not completely satisfied, or (4) dissatis- 
fied? (CIRCLE APPROPRIATE CODE IN Q. 13 CQL, ) 
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n-i4 



ENTER AGE OF CHILD i 


•; \ • 




0. 7 


0. 8 • 


0.9 


o.- 10 




0.12 


0, 13 > 


CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENTS 


Uie 


Licensed 


Time 
of Day 


Days oi 
Week , 


How 
Often 


Hrs s / 
Week 


Satisfaction 


Yes 


No 


Yes, 


•No- 


1 


2 


3 




01. In ownshOTe by rela- 
tive (npx spouse- or f , 
child' f brother or 
sister ^ 






ills 






*. 














02. In owvi home by non^ 
\ relative 






Hi 

lislli 


:*:*;•; 

ill 


















03. In other home by 
relative 


* 




1111 




















04 sin otlier home by 
non^relative 


























OSiln nursery or 
pre-school, 












• 








\ 






06* In a' davcare center 


























07, "In cooperative pro- 
gram "or babysitting 
. cooperative 






ill 




















08, Before or after school 
s activities program 
(not regular school . 
G hours) 




j 




*?*;■;¥:>; 

.*;-;-;*;>> 


1 
















09,Headstart/follow thru 


















- ^ 






10* . In own home by 
spouse 






& .. 

1 ' ' -. 

' i 

< 

* - 3 ' 
-* ■ * 
- i 

\ 

i 
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11., In ''own home *by 
child's older 
^ brother or sister 


I 




12, Child dtays by self * 






13* Child takes care of 
self and younger 
brother or sister 






14, Public or private « 
school - kindergarten 
and above 






15. Cared for by parent 
at work 






16. No chlldcare used 

(Child sCays with me) 







II- Hi 




(ASK Q. 's 14-19 ONLY IV A 
SKIP .TO Q. 20) 



OF CHJI.DCAttK. CODES 1-9 IN Q. 7. OTHERWISE, 



14 . (IF ONLY ONE METHOD USED IN 0. 7, RECORD THAT CODE IN SPACE PROVIDED AND , 

(J^HORE^^OME METHOD , ASK: ) Uter in the interview we will -o»ttM. 
bf referring to "main method" you us. for childcare. Which of the methods 
„e jilt listed would vou say is your main or moat important method? 



15. Assuming you could have any typ 
to use some other type insU: 



e of childcare you wanted, would you 



SKIP TO Q. V/ 



Yes 



No 



16. lttuch of the childcare typ 



1JS on this card would you prefer to the main method 



you are now usin 



g? ■ (HAND RESPONDENT CAM Q. 7) 



/ 



n-ie 

2T 



17 • (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q* 7) Before you selected your current ehildeare arrange- 
ment(s) did you' seriously consider any of these other arrangements? ( , 





Yes 


1 


SKIP TO Q. 20 


No 


2 



IB. Which types did you consider? (RECORD CODES BELOW IN Q. 18 COL* ) 

19, (HAND 1LE3P0NDENT CARD O e 19) Please tell me the main reason why you decided not 
to use (CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT) , (RECORD ONE CODE FOR EACH TYPE IN Q, 18 UNDER 
Q, 1? COL,) ~ 



TYPE 

1) In own home by relative (n it spouse or 
child's brother or sister) 

2) In own home by non-relative, 

3) In other home by relative 

4 In other home by non— relative 

5) In nursery school or pre-school 

6) In a daycare center 

7) In a cooperative program or baby- 
sitting cooperative 

8) Before or after school activities 
program (not regular school hours) 

9) Headstart 

10) In own home by spouse 

,1) In own home by child's older brother 
or slater 

12) Child stays by self 

13) Child take s care of self and younger 
brother or si- 1 



14) Public or p. 
garten and 



school - kinder- 



15) Cared for by ^arent jit work 

16) No childcare used (child stays with me) 



REASON 

1) Too expensive 

2) Did not like location 

3) Transportation problems 
^ 4) Inconvenient hours 

5) Child too young 

6) Child not toilet trained 

7) Waiting list 

8) Child not accepted 

9) Too little discipline, supervision 

10) Lack of educational program 

11) Lack of program of activities 

12) Lark of trained staff 

13) Did not like childcare provider 

14) Did not like facilities 

15) Couldn't find a reliable chxldcare 
provider 

16) Child has special problems or needs 

17) I stopped working 4 

18) I started working 

19) Child too old (outgrew arrangement) 

20) Program out of existence 

21) ■ I moved 

22) Provider no .longer available 

23) Other (SPECIFY) 



(ASK Q, f e 20-22 OF EVERYONE) 

20, (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q, 7) Have you ever used any of these types of arrangements 



in the past? 





Yes 


1 


SKIP TO Q, 23 


No 


2 



21, 
22, 



Which types have you used the past and are not using now? (RECORD CODES BELOW 
IN Q, 21 COL.) j L 

(HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 19) Please tell me the main reason why you stopped 
using (CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT) * (RECORD ONE CODE FOR EACH TYPE IN Q, 21, UNDER 
Q. 22 COLj 



TYPE 

1) in own home by relative (not spouse or 
child's brother or sister) 

2) In own home by non-relative 

3) In other home by relative 

4) In other home by non-relative 

5) In nursery school °r pre-sehool 

6) In a daycare center 

7) In a cooperative program or baby- 
sitting cooperative 

8) Before or after school activities 
program (not regular school hours) 

9) Heads tart 

10) In own home by spouse 

11) In own home by child's older 
brother or sister 

12) Child stays by self 

13) Child takes care of self and younger 
brother or sister 

14) Public or private school — kinder- 
garten and above 

15) Cared for by parent ^t work 

16) No ehildcare used (child stays with me) 



Q. 21 


Q, 22 


Type 


Reason 




• 















REASON 

1) Too expensive 

2) Did not like location •' 

3) transportation problems 

4) Inconvenient hours 

5) Child too young 

6) Child not toilet trained 

7) Waiting IIsl 

8) Child not accepted 

9) Too little discipline, supervision 

10) Lack of educational program t 

11) Lack of program of activities 

12) . Lack of trained staff 

13) Did not like ehildcare provider 

14) Did not like facilities 

15) Couldn't find a reliable ehildcare 
provider 

16) Child has special problems or needs 

17) I stopped working 

18) I started working 

19) Child too old (outgrew arrangement) 

20) Program out of existence 

21) I moved 

22) Provider no longer available 

23) Other (SPECIFY) 
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ASK ONLY IF A USER OF CHILDCARE, Q. 7 CODES 1-9 
FOR ANY CHILD | OTHERWISE, SKIP TO Q. 4 7 



23* There are many reasons why people need and use childcare. This card shows some 
of these reasons , (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 23) Which of these reasons explain 
why you presently need or use childcare? Tell me all those that apply* 
(CIRCLE PROPER CODE IN Q. 23 COL* ) 

(IF 2 OR MORE CIRCLED IN Q, 53, ASK Q. 24; OTHERWISE SKIP TO Q. 25) 

24* Now t which is the most important one of these reasons to you? 
(CIRCLE PROPER CODE IN Q. 24 COL.) 





Q, 23 

« _ 


Q, 24 
Moat 
Important 


1 


o 

So that I can work, or look for work 






2 


So that I can carry on regular connnunity 1 
charitable or volunteer activities 






3 


So that I can carry on occasional 
wuffluiuiiiLy j uniritiDiG or VQiUnceer 
activities 






4 


Because I need to get away from children 
for a while sometimes 






i 

s i 


To help my child learn things he, needs 
for school 






6i 


To teach my child how to be independent 






7 


To teach my child how to get along with 
other children 






8 


So that I can go to school myself 






9 


So that I can take job training 






10 


So that I can go out (social, shopping** 
entertainment activities, etc*) 








Other (SPECIFY) 








!_ . / 
None of these 







n-19 
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(REFER TO FLAP FOR TYPE(S) CHILDCARE(S) USED IN p. 7) 

25. On the average, what is the TOTAL AMOUNT you spend each week for each of the 
types of chiidcare arrangements which you are currently using? (RECORD TO 
NEAREST WHOLE DOLLAR IN Q. 25. COL.) (INCLUDE ALL OF THE CHILDREN COVERED BY 
THAT TYPE) 

(IF IN EXCHANGE FOR SERVICES OR FAVORS, CIRCLE APPROPRIATE CODE) 





25 


Total 
Amount /Week 


Dollars 


Services/ 
Favors 


----- - - 

In own home by relative (Not spouse 
or child's brother or sister) 







In own home by non^relative 






In other home by relative 






In other home by non-relative 






In nursery ot pre«echool 






In a daycare center 






In cooperative program or baby- 
sitting cooperative 






Before or after school activities 
program 






Headstart 








n-2o 



26* How many times have you changed your 
main method of childcare during the 
last year? (METHOD FROM Q* 14) 

Times 

(IF "NONE" j ENTER "0" AND SKIP TO Q.29; 


27* What was the last arrangement you 

changed from? (HAND RESPONDENT CARD 
Q, 7) (CIRCLE ONE CODE) 


1) In own home by relative (not 
spouse or child's brother or 
sister) 




2) In own home by non— relative 




3) In other home by relative 




4) In other home by non-relative 




5) In nursery or pre=»sehool 




6) In a daycare center 




7j In COODSfative oroeram or 
babysitting cooperative 




81. Before or after school 
activities orosraui fnot 
regular school hours) 




9) Headstart 




10) In own home by spouse 




11) In own home by child* s 
older brother or sister 




12) Child stays by self 




13) Child takes care of self 

and younger brother or sister 




14) Public or private school 
"kindergarten and above 




15) Cared for by parent at work 




16) No childcare used 




32 



28* f Why did you change this arrangement? 
(HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q* 19) Tell 
me all that apply* 



1) Too expensive 




2) Did, not like location 




3) Transportation problems 




4) Inconvenient hours 




5) Child too young 




\ — ----- - - — 

6) Child not toilet trained 




7) Waiting list 




8) Child not accepted 




9) Too little discipline* 
supervision 




') Laqk of educational program 




11) Lack of program of activities 




12) tack of trained staff 




13) Did not like childcare 
provider 




14) Did not like facilities 




15) Couldn't find a reliable 
childcare provider 




16) Child has special problems 
or needs 




17) I stopped working 




18) I started working 


- 


19) Ch r d too old (outgrew 

arrangement) 




20) Program out of existence 




21) I moved 5 




22) Provider no longer available 




23) Other (SPECIFY) " 

s 





11-21 



ow, we would like to talk to you about what standards there should be, if any, for 
arioue kinds of childcare. 

9 S Thinking about Ghildcare provided in someone else's home, in your opinion which 
of the following aspects of, childcare should be regulated by standards? 
(HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 29 ) (CIRCLE AS MANY AS APPLY * RECORD IN Q. 29 COLO 

0, Thinking about childcare provided by daycare centers and nursery schools, which 
of the following aspects should be regulated by standards? (CIRCLE AS MANY AS 
APPLY) (RECORD IN Q. 30 COL.) 







Q. 30 


1) Fire and building safety 






2) Cleanliness and sanitation of facilities 






3) Number of children per responsible adult 






4) Training and qualification of staff 






5) Food and nutrition 






6) Program content and activities 






7) Space per child , and physical surroundings and equipment 






8) Counseling and referral services for family and child 
problems 






9) Health condition of staff and children 






10) No standards should be set 







31. Do you think there should be personal qualifications set for non^related people 

who care for children in the children's own home? In other words, should sitters 
be required to pass health exams, education requirements, or meet some other 
kind of, standard if they were providing care in your home? 







Yes 




No 




Don't Know 





o 3 



IX- 22 



(ASK Q. 32 AND Q s 33 ONLY FOR THE AGE 
GROUP (S) IN WHICH THE RESPONDENT HAS 
CHILDREN, REFER TO FLAP FOR APPLICABLE 
AGE GROUPS) 

32* We would like to talk to you about 

the number of children a responsible 
adult can reasonably handle, If you 
placed your child age(s) (0-2), (3-5) 
(6-9) , (10-13) in someone else's home 
and assuming that the home and 
caregiver are acceptable, hew many 
children altogether should this 
person be able to care, for? 




33* If you placed your child,, age(s) 
(0-2), (3-5), (6-9), (10-13) 

in a daycare center, 
nursery school, or before or after 
school program, again assuming that 
the facilities and staff are accept- 
able, what is the largest number of 
other children per adult you would 
accept? 




Number of Children per Adult 




W— £- 


j D 


o— y 


iu-13 


1 










2-3 










*■ Nun 


iber of Children pei 


r Adult 






0-2 


3-5 


6-9 


10-13 




4-5 











1 










6-7 










2-3 












Q— y 


- - ^ 




















10-11 










6-7 












12-13 










8-9 












14-15 










10-11 










16-17 










12-13 










18-19 










14-15 












20-21 










16-17 












22 or 
more 










18-19 






i 




20-21 










3 4 


22 or 
more 










i 
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2£ About how far from your home ^ in 

minutes, is the childcare you are now 



35 s 



using most? (One way) 


Not applicable, (in Respon- 
dent 1 s own home only) 




Leas than 10 minutes away 




10-19 minutes away 




2U-29 minutes away 




30-39 minutes away 




40 minutes or more away 





How do your children usually get to 
and from the place where they are 
taken care of? Exclude public and 
private school and tell me all that 
apply, (READ LIST) 



Not applicable (in Respon- 
dent's own home only) 




1 take them 




A family member takes them 




A friend takes them 




Carpool 




A childcare service takes 
them 




Child(ren) walk(r) 




(Child (ren) uses public 
transportation 




Other (SPECIFY) 





(ASK Q. 36 ONLY IF RESPONDENT ANSWERED CODES 
2 OR 3 IN Q. 35; OTHERWISE SKIP TO Q, 37.) 
36, Do you feel you have to go put of your 
way to use the place you are using now? 



Yes 




No 





37* What is the most amount of time you 
would be willing to have your child 
spend traveling f^om home to a 
childcare arrangement? 



Less Chan 10 minutes 




10 - 19 minutes 




20 - 29 minutes 




30 - 39 minutes 




40 minutes or more 




No time 





38, (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q, 38) In your 
present situation how much is the mos 
you would be able to spend altogether 
for all of your childcare needs on a 
weekly basis? Pick one of the cate- 
gories on this card and tell me its 
number* 



35 



None 




$1 - $5 week 




$6 - $9 week 




$10 - $14 week 




$15 - $19 week 




$20 - $24 week 




$2^ $29 week 




$30 - $34 week 




$35 - $39 week 




$40 - $44 week 




$45 - $49 week 




$50 - $54 week 




$55 - $59 week 




$60 - $69 week 




$70 - $79 week 




$80 or more/week 





39, Do you think (SPECIAL SERVICE) should be available through a daycare canter, 
nursery school or licensed family daycare home? (RECORD IN Q. 39 COL,) 

(IF "NONE OF THESE" CODE 1, SKIP TO Q, 41) 

40, (FOR EACH ,f YES M ) Would you be willing to pay an additional fee in your childcare 
costs for (SERVICES IN Q, 39)? (Q, 40 COL, ) 

41, Is (SPECIAL SERVICE) presently available through vour childcare arrangement? 
(Q, 41 COL, ) 






Q. 39 


Q* 40 


Q- 41 




Special Services 


Should be 
* Available 


Willing to 
Pay Extra Fee 


! 

Ava 


low 

liable 


Yes 


No 


DK 


Yes 


No 


DK 


Yes 


No 


DK 


Immunizations and medical 
check-ups 




















Dental check-ups 




















Planned nutritional meals 
and snacks 




















Planned education activities 




















Counseling and referral ser- 
vices for family and child 
problems 




















Psychological testing 




















SKIP TO M _ _ - . 

None of these 

Q. 41 










42 t Now, I'm going to read 5 features of childcare, After I finish reading them, 
please tell me which one is least important to you. The five features are: 
(READ LISTED FACTORS IN SUCCESSION) 


(CIRCLE THE ONE, 
FEATURE LEAST 
IMPORTANT) 

* 


Features 


Least 
Important 


Cost 




Convenience of hours available 




Convenience of location 




Provides child development 
activities and instruction 




Agrees with my views on child- 
rearing 




> 

/ ■ 


\ 

36 \ 



We would now like to find out more 
their childcare arrangements. 



about the ways In which parents participate 



43, please tell me 
in your child' 




AS APPLY) 



1) Talk regularly with person who cares for 
my child about his/her activities and 
development 

2) Spend time in home, daycare center, or 
nursery school with my child to see how 

things are done 

3) Work as a volunteer member of staff in a 
daycare center, nursery school or family 
daycare home 9 

4) Talk to parents whose children are in 
this arrangement 

5) Help decide what kinds of activities and 
programs will be provided 

6) Help decide on selection of staff for , 
daycare center, nursery school or home 
where there is more than one person who 
cares for my child 

7) Learn more about effective ways of 
raising children 

8) Receive counseling about child and family 
related problems, 

9) Help decide on how available funds should 
be spent, e.g. , types of equipment pur- 
chased, field trips, staff salaries* etc. 



10) Work as a paid staff member in a daycare 
center,- nursery school or family daycare 



home 
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t^S °f Y 2S5 E -? E i PONDENTS CU ^NTLY USING CH1LDCARE IN THEIR OWN HOMES, 
IN Q. 7, OTHERWISE SKIP TO Q, 45} 



CODES I OR 2 



44. 



nu ' ny chln B s wher > ^ey select someone to provide in-home cate for 
their children. (HAND OUT DECK OF CARDS , Q. 44. SAY:) On each of these cards i, 
a factor which some people think is important in selecting someone to come into" 
their home to provide care for their children. I'd like to know which of these 
factors is most important to' you. Take a minute to look through the cards, and 
then pick out the seven most important ones and set them aside. Now, tell me which 
RANkId)" 1086 P ° r,anI ' C ° y ° U * seccmd most important (CONTINUE UNTIL ALL SEVEN ARE 
(RECORD NUMBER PROM BACK OF CARD IN ORDER OF IMPORTANCE , IN BLOCKS PROVIDED BELOW) 



Order of Import ance 
1st 



Number from Card 



2nd 



3rd 



4th 



5th 



6th 



7th 



(ASK ONLY THOSE RESPONDENTS CURRENTLY USING A FAMILY DAYCARE HOME [ LICENSED OR 
UNLICENSED] ITEMS 3 AND/OR 4, Q. 7. OTHERWISE, SKIP TO Q. 46, IF APPLICABLE) 



45, 



People look for many things when they select a family daycare home for their 
children. (HAND OUT DECK- OF CARDS, Q. 45, SAY 0 On each of the cards is a factor 
which some people think is important in selecting a family daycare home for their 
children. I d like -to know which of these factors is most imonrtant to you 
.Take a minute to look through the cards, and then pick out the seven mosFTmport ant 
ones and set them ..aside, . New, tell me which one is most importlnTTo you, second 
most important (CONTINUE UNTIL ALL SEVEN ARE RANKED) 

(RECORD NUMBER FROM BACK OF CARD IN ' 

ORDER OF IMPORTANCE, IN BLOCKS PRO- 
VIDED BELOW) 



Order of Importance 



1st 



2nd 



3rd 



4th 



5th. 



6th 



Number from Card 



7th 



ERLC 
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(ASK ONLY THOSE RESPONDENTS CURRENTLY USING A NURSERY SCHOOL, ITEM 5 IN Q, 7, OR 
DAYCARE CENTER | ITEM 6 in Q, ?♦ OTHERWISE , SKIP TO 0* 47, IF APPLICABLE) 



People look for many things when they select a daycare center or nursery school 
for their children, (HAND OUT DECK OF CARDS, Q, ^6, SAY 0 On each of the cards 
is a factor which some people think is important in selecting a nursery school 
or daycare center for their children. I'd like to know which of these factors 
is most important to you . Take a minute to look through the cards, and than pick 
out the seven most important ones and set them aside. Now, tell me which one is 
most important to you, second most important (CONTINUE UNTIL ALL SEVEN ARE RANKED) , 

(RECORD NUMBER FROM BACK OF CARD IN ORDER OF IMPORTANCE f IN BLOCKS 
PROVIDED BELOW) 



Order of Importanc^e 



Numb e r from Card 



1st 



2nd 



3rd 



4th 



5th 



6th 




7 th 
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ASK EVERYONE 



47* Are you employed full-time or part-time? 



48, 



SKIP TO 

n_ 49 



Full- time 



Part-time 



Neither 



(HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 48) I'd like to know which, if any ? of the following' 
are important reasons why you yourself do not work. Tell me the number of each 
of the reasons on the card that applies to you. 



1) I 'am in school orl-job training 



2) I can contribute more to my family aa a homemaker 



3) I'm not physically able to work 



4) My youngest child is too young to leave with someone eli 



5) I'm too busy with other responsibilities to have the time to wort 



6) Taking care of my children is more creative and satisfying 
than taking a job .. 



7) I don't need the money 



8) 1 can't make enough money to make^ it worth my while to work 



9) I just don't like to work 



%0) I can't find the kind of job I want 
11) I don't have enough job skills 



12) My spouse doesn't f want me to work 



13) I am the only one who should take* care of my child 



14) I can't find the kind of childcare arrangements I would need to work 



15) I can't afford^the kind of childcare arrangements I would 
need to work 



16) I can't find a job, non available 



17) I am presently .looking for a* job 



18) None of the above 
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49, Are you enrolled in schoof^or a job 
training program either full-tim^ or 
part-time? 



Full- time j- 

f 


1 , 


Part-time f 


2 


Neither 


3 



(ASK Q. f s 50-56 ONLY FOR THOSE WHO ARE NOW 
WORKING OR ENROLLED IN SfcHOOL OR k JOB 
TRAINING PROGRAM, f, FULL-TXiffi ,f OR ,, FART-TIra: , 
IN Q s f s 47 AND/ OR 49* OTHERWISE, SKIP TO 
f Q# 57.) / 

We would like to find out about your work, 
school or training schedule, 

50. (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q.50 ) 
Y This card lists different times of 
the day. Please tel3 me -which, one 
describes your (work, school and/or 
training) schedule, (CIRCLE ONE O" 



Whole day 


1 


Mornings only 


2 


Afternoons only 


3 


Evenings only 


4 ■ 


At night (overnight) only 


5 


Varying times 


6 



(HAND RESPONDENT GAlQ) Q# 5L) 

51, *Thls card lists different days of 
the weeju Please tell me which, one 
describes your (work, school and /or 
training) schedule, (CIRCLE ONE 
* CODE) * 



Weekdays 


* 


Weekends 


t 2 


Weekdays and 
weekends 


K 

! 



52, 



(HAND RESPONDENT CARD 52) 
And finally, please tell me which 
statement describes how often ^you 
\(work, go to school, and/or go to 
training). (CIRCLE ONE CODE) " 



Fixed shift 


1 


Rotating shift 


2 


Irregular, predictable shift 


3 


Irregular, unpredictable shift 


4 


Split shift J 5 



53, in a typical /week, what, is the 

average number of hours you spend 
away from home at work, school and /or 
training? ( 



/ # Hours 
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;,54. (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q, 54) People have different reasons for working, On 

this card we have listed some of these reasons. Tell me v which of these reasons 
' 1 apply to ^ou — just read off the numbers of those reasons. 



v ,4 



CIRCLE 
AS MANY 

AS'^PPLY 



It is necessary for economic survival 

r ' '* ^ g- . . 


1 


. To get a little bit more than the basic necessities 


2 


To buy the nicer things, luxuries s get ahead 


3 


I don't want to^be on Welfare 


4 


At gives me a reeling of Independence and 
self-satisfaction • 


5 


I like what I do on my job 

* — — 


6 


To get out of the house and away from the children 
for a while 


7 


i 

To have contact with 'other adults and their ideas 


8 



55* What kind of work do you do? (GET FULL DETAILS OF KIND OF WORK 
IS NOT ACCEPTABLE) 



— JOB TITLE ONLY 



56* About how much do you earn in a year, before taxes? 



jear 



(ASK Q, 57 pNLY IF RESPONDENT IS NOT WORKING IN Q, 47) 
57, Have you ever been a working parent since you have had children; 



Yes 



No 
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58, (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q* 5 s ) On this card are listed some ways that childcare 
funds can be used. Which t if any, of these ways would you most like to see used? 
(CIRCLE BELOVJ IN 0, 58 COL. ) . 

59. Which one of theae would you say is loie important? Next most important? 

And the next? (RECORD BELOW) (PLACE A "1" BESIDE THE FIRST CHOICE; A "2" BESIDE 
THE SECOND CHOICE; AND A "3" BESIDE THE THIRD CHOICE, Q, 59 COL. ) 


n 


q, 58 


Q. 59 






Host Like 




t 

60. I am going to read 
the two ways would 

i 

i ' . 
1 

i. 


\\ A ■ referral service where 

parents could get information about 
screened and qualified people and 

a^neips to Df Qvtdfi childcare 


1 


t 


2) Assist ance to establish 

additional childcare facilities 


2 


* - 


3) Sunnier programs 


3 » 




4) Before and after school programs 


A 




5) A monitoring system to check 
on caregivers and facilities 


5 




6) Training programs for caregivers 


6 




7) None of these 


7 




you two ways that childcare funds can be used, Which one of 
you most like to see used? (REAP LIST) 

\ 

* \ 


1) Direct cash payments to working 
parents for childcare 


1 

1 






2) Direct cash payments to the person 
or agency providing the childcare for 
the working parents 


2 


DO NOT READ 


3) Neither 


3 




1 

i 
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h^Sf ^ ? * e / CatW8nta be " describes your preference on the way to 
handle the costs of chlldcare in general! (READ CATEGORIES) 



Chlldcare should be free for all those whs" 
might need It regardless of Income 



or 



The costs of ehildeare should be adjusted 
according to parents' ability to pay 
(sliding scale) 



or 



Parents should pay. all costs of the 
chlldcare they use? 
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■ . PART II 

ATTITUDE . VALUE . OPINION STATEMENTS 

We are also interested in your feelings and impressions about child-care and 
topics related to ehildcare, 1 an going to read several statements aloud to you, 
Please tell me how you feel about each statement, using one of the five categories 
shown on your card, Just tell .me the letter beside the feeling that comes to mind 
when you hear the statement, It is not necessary to take a lot of time thinking 
about the statement; your first reaction is all that we need. Please respond to 
each statement even if you have only limited experience with the topic -.- bas,ed on 
anything you may have seen or heard. There are no right or wrong answers. Do you 
have any questions? 

(IF RESPONDENT IS MALE, SAY:) Some of the statements that I am going to read 
refer to "mothers" or "working mothers." This is because many of the people we are 
talking to are mothers, ^For any of these items, try to think about parents who have 
the main responsibility for raising their children, regardless of whether they are 
mothers or fathers. 

(ANSWER ANY QUESTIONS BY REPEATING PORTIONS OF THE INSTRUCTIONS AND/OR GIVING A 
SIMPLE EXAMPLE , ) (FILL IN THE LETTER OF THE RESPONSE BESIDE THE STATEMENT.) 

HAND RESPONDENT PART II RATING CARD- I 
A - Strongly Agree 
B - Agree 

G * Neither Agree or Disagree 

D * Disagree 

\ 

, E - Strongly Disagree 
IF RESPONDENT SAYS "DON'T KNOW" , RECORD THE LETTER F. 



. - 


Ratings 


1) It's important that the person, or place taking care of children 
shares the parent's own sense of values. 




2) f would. prefer to have someone come into my home to take care of 
my children over any other type of arrangement. 


— — — — — — — — . 


3) Some of my. children can stay by themselves for a while until I 
get home. , » 


1 — 


* 4) The person who cares for my child should have lots of experience 
i looking after. children. ' 


"~ - — 


5) If I had someone come into my home to stay with my children 1 
would worry about things disappearing. 




6) I sometimes feel guilty when t have to leave my child with 
someone else s 




j\ . ... . _ 

.""■ <>' qualified caregivers should be available in a kind 
of referral center. 




8) There is too much stress placed on trying to teach a child things 
in most places where children are taken care of. 


— - ~ 


9) I wouldn't have sitters come into my home to take care of my 
j children unless 1 knew them very well. 




10) I don't like the kinds of children you find in places where 
groups of children are taken care of. 




1 1 1 \ n -r ■ ■ m ■ J 

U) Daycare centers are not open at the hours parents need them 




12) Many people who take care of children are onlv in f_ , v money 




U) 'IloS ChU J rwi out of the±r hon >e to someone else Is good for 
children, since it makes them more independent. 




M) Cash payments for childcare should be available to working 
mothers, regardless of their income. . 8 




1 15) Children often pick up bad habits from those who care for them 




16) Pfl ? ple have come into my home to take care of ay children 
1 have always treated my home with respect. " 




I 17) Working mothers miss the best years of their rhnrtr,.„'o i«„ r - 




18) Most sitters spend too much time lounging around Instead of 
paying attention to the children. " 0t . 




1 19) I am the only one who can really provide for my child's needs " 




20) The troublo with havlne a Demon rnmo (.c, , i, 

my children in that IhL, P er80n con « ^to my home to take care of 
y cniidren is that they soon get to know too much about me. 


" " - "- - 



n-35 
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Eatings 


21) The main advantage of daycare centers is that children learn 
how to get along with others, 




22) I don't think that children get enough personal attention at 
daycare centers* 




23) I have had to change my sitters often because they have been 
so undependable. 




24) Emergency childcare facilities should be available in every 




25) My child would not get enough personal attention in a family 
daycare home. 




26) When other people take care of my children they don't *get 
enough discipline* 




2 1 ) Mothers who work neglect their children as a result. 




28)" Daycare centers and nursery schools are mostly the same thing. 




29) I am more concerned about my cnlla s emotional aeveAopment cnan 
his educational development when someone else is taking care of 
him/her, 




30) A person who comes into my home to take cfire of my child (ren) 
should help around the house as well. 




31) The person who cares for my child (should have some kind of 
training in childcare. 


/ 


32) Relatives let children get away with too much* 




33) 1 would never send my child to a daycare center. 




34) I feel that all schools ihouli provide supervised and organized a 
after-school activities for their children, 




35) Cash payments for childcare t©^ working mothers should be based 
upon their financial need, 


r 


36) I would rather pay someone to look after my children than leave 
them with relatives ,- _____ 




37) All the schooi*-age child needs is someone who knows where he is 
after school until the parent gets home. 


• 


38) Daycare centers often have too wide a range of ages to do a good 
job caring for all of their children. 




39) Daycare centers should help children to learn to live with routines 
and schedules, 


* - 


40) I feel that part- time 6 childcare is all, right f but I would hesitate 
to use it full-time. 
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si- f 
^ fir 


Ratings *- 


, 41) The main advantage of having relatives Cake care of my children 
is that it is less expensive than having anyone else take care 
of them, 




42) My first choice for someone to take care of my children is a 
relative, ' 




43) I think that every community should have supervised recreational 
programs for school-age. children to attend after school, * *' 


* 


44 > 1 would worr V about my child becoming closer to the person who 
takes care of him/her if he/she spent more time with then, than 
I am able to, ^ « ' , * 

- - - - - " — — - : - — -^l 




45) I would prefer to have my child taken -care of in someone else's 
home over any other type of arrangement 


— 


46) I would worry abouL my child getting fed properly in places where 
groups of children are taken care of. ■ 


- — - - " . - — ' 


47) I ^ave had lots of difficulty finding people to take care of mv 
children, * 




, 485 )l think .that everyone who takes care of children should be licensed. 


*> 


49) I am happy with the person or 63 ace who takes care nf mv rHiiA 




50) I don't think that there are enough daces 4or ^rhnnUaoa ^Hiii*™ 
to go afte.r school* 

t ~ ^ , = 




51) Daycare centers should accept infants. 


/ 


52) The government should not be involved in programs to take care 
of children. 




53) I would, worry about my child being treated badly while someone 
else is taking care of him/her,, 




54) People who take car,- of children are able to teach things to children 
which their own parents would not be able to to.trh i-ha™ 




55) I would be willing to have my taxes raised in order to support 
childcare activities, r 




56) It just doesn't pay to work if you have to pay someone to take 
care of your children, » 

t — . " 





57) A mother who works misses the experience of seelng^hQr children 
grow up. 




/ 1 

\ 

i 

s. 
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ASK EVERYONE 

S® fee can be sure we're* getting a aeientl? 
fie cross-section of ill households f 
please tell me # * # 

6 2, What is the highest grade of school 
*you completed? 



Grades 1 - 8 



Some high school 



Hi/gh school graduate t 



Some college or other 
post high school work 



.College graduate or 
higher 



63. Are you: 





Harried 


1 


SKIP 

TO 
Q, 65 


Never narried 


2 


Separated 


3 


Divorced 


4 


Widowed 


5 



64. Is your spouse employed full or ; 
part-time? 



Full-time 


1 


Part-tlae 


2 


Neither 


3 



65* (RECORD FROM OBSERVATION, IF IN 
DOUBT WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING 
CATEGORIES IS APPROPRIATE, ASKi) 

And are you: 



ASK 
Q.66 



SKIP TO 
Q, 67 



DO NOT 
READ 



White 



Black 



American Indian 



Asian American 



Other 



(IF lf WHITE" OR "BLACK" IN Q. 65/ ASKi) 

66. Do you consider yourself mainly to 
be i (read LIST) 



Mexican American 


1 


Puerto Rican 


2 


bf other Spanish Heritage 


3 1 


Not of Spanish background 


4 



67* go wt can be sure we 1 re getting a 

scientific cross-section of different 
Income groups f please tell me your 
total family income for the last year. 

Total family income should include 
all members of your household and all 
money you receive from outside sources 



$ 



^year 



CIRCLE BELOW THE TOTAL NUMBER OF TELE- 
PHONE AND PERSONAL ATTEMPTS MADE ON 
THIS HOUSEHOLD TO COMPLETE THE INTERVIEW 



I of Calls i 



1 


% 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 



FOR OFFICE USE ONLY; 
ID * 



Area Code 



Sample Cell 



Exchange 
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68. Finally, thinking about any experiences with ehildcare you may have had, 
what problems or needs stand out in your mind as needing attention? 



* 
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(ONLY ASK THIS IF CHILDCARE USER CODES 1-9 IN Q. 7) 

69, Since ehildeare 16 so important we are thinking about, doing /a* study with 
ehildeare providers throughout the country. Since there is no register -of 
people who provide ehildeare, we would appreciate your telling us the name 
address, and phone number of your current main ehildeare arrangement. If we 
do this study we may wish to ask them if they would be willing to participate 
in a voluntary interview. This interview will, of course, also be uaed for 
research purposes only, If this person is selected to be interviewed, none 
of the information you have provided will be revealed, There will be no way 
to connect your answers to theirs. This is completely voluntary. Do you wish 
to provide this information? ( 

Name _ _ _ , _ " L 

(Provider or Place) ' s 




Section III 

CHARACTERISTICS 
OF THE SAMPLE 
HOUSEHOLDS 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SAMPLE HOUSEHOLDS 



/ 

Overview^ 



This section is devoted to a statistical description of the households 
surveyed. For the most part, projection's given can be interpreted as being 
representative of U.S. households including one or more children under 14 years 
of age. included in this discussion are the primary demographic variables (i.e., 
age, race, sex, household size, marital status and kinship structure), general 
economic indicators (i.e., income, poverty status and' sources of economic sup- 
port),, employment characteristics of respondents and, where applicable, thei 
spouses, • 

Characteristics of me "Respondents . - ' 

Respondents we^e selected- under n extreme sex bias. That is, the 
preferred respondent was defined, in all eases, as the, female primarily respon- 
sible for care of the children. Married males in two-parent households were 
interviewed in only a handful of cases (n * 1 9) ... £ 

The weighted distribution of respondents by sex is reported on the 
tolloWing page as Table m-I. Given me overwhelming proportion of females 
shown, together with the distribution of household relationships presented sub- 
sequently hi this section, it can reasonably be construed that, for analytical 
purposes, the term respondent is virtually synonymous with "momer. » Only 



ra-i 
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TABLE I I 1-1 
SEX* OF RESPONDENT 



Sex 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


Male 


V. 

182 • 


0,7 


Female 


24,196 


■• , 99.3 • 


TOTAL 


• , 24,378 


100, Q ' 



*EeppTted %n thousands 



SOURCE; Question 1 

t ■» ■ 

BASE: Vll households with 
children under 14 




Unweighted Sample 


Disposition 


Valid answers 


f608 


Non-response 


r i 


TOTAL' 


4609 , 



100% 



o 1 
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22 interviews involved households ho ruled by unmlirried males. Of the 4,609 house 
holds interviewed, 4, 539 included a son or a daughter under 14, Approximately 
2% of the respondents were grandparents, with moat of the remaining households 
exhibiting other close relationship structures (e.g. f respondents 1 siblings, 
nieces, nephews within the household). 

It is important to underscore that households, not "families, "consti- 
tute the unit basis for interviews in this study, For many variables, this fact 
tends to hinder comparison with census data. However, the study design pre- 
supposes that an understanding of the overall household, particularly the avail- 
ability of proximate adults as caregivers, is critical to the analysis of child 
care practices. 

The definition of respondent bears great impact on nearly all of the 
data collected* For example, consumer preferences, attitudes and opinions 
reported in the sections below are primarily those of mothers and should not 
be generalized to the entire adult population* Similarly, questions keyed on 
the respondents' spouse (e.g. t "Is your spouse employed?") can be interpreted 
generally, but not exclusively, to denote the status of husbands, 

A weighted distribution of the ages of respondents is given in Table 
(on the following page). The mean age is 33.8 years, with approximately 
90% falling within the customary childbearing ages of 18-45, Nearly half 
(47.4%) are included in the modal category "26-85, " 

The great majority (82. 2%) of respondents were married at the time 
of the survey, (Table III-3). Less than one percent reported spouses who were 
physically absent from the household. 
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TABLE UI-2 
AGE OF RESPONDENT 



1 -ii, - =■ 






A « a 

Aqe 


! Projected 
Households 


Percent 


Under 18 


47 


0.2 , 

! 


18 - 25 


' 3,812 


, 15.7 


. 26 - 35 


11,530 


47.4 


36 - 45 


6,647 


27.3 


46-55 


1 ,973 


8.1 


56 - 64 


222 


0.9 


65 & Up 


78 


0-J3 j 


' Total 


24,308 

_.. . - - - _ _J 


100.0 j 

i 



SOURCE: i Question 1 

ffASE* All households of 
Children under 14 




^Reported in thousand*. 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 4,588 
Non-response . 21 

TOTAL 4,609 



x 
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TABLE III-3 
MARITAL STATUS 



Status 


Fro "inr ff % d 
Households* 


Percent 


Married 


20,027 


82.2 


Never Married 


686 


2.8 


oepa r a Leu 


1 ,301 


a . 3 


Divorced 


1,722 


7.1 


Widowed 


633 


2.6 


TOTAL 


24,369 


100.0 



^Reported, in thousands 

SOURCE : Question 63 



BASE: All households with 
children under 14 



Unweighted Sample 1 


Disposition 


Valid answers 


4,606 


Non-response 


3 


TOTAL 


4,609 



1001 



in- s 
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The educational level of respondents is presented in Table III~4. This 
distribution, which includes large proportions of high school drop-outw . high 
school graduates and those with pQSt=socondary educations, portrays a broad 
typological cross-section. 

Race and Ethnicity 

As we have noted in Section II, the sampling plan was designed to 
embrace disproportionally large numbers of minority and low-income inter- 
viewees via planned oversampling. In both caRos, the goal of attaining 
sufficient raw interviews [a support detailed analysis of these population sub- 
groups was achieved. 

Race was recorded from observation where the interviewer was able 
to make certain determinations. Where there was doubt, the respondent was 
asked to select the appropriate racial category, 

Race and ethnic characteristics were recorded only for respondents. 
It is therefore an explicit analytical assumption throughout this report that 
the respondent's race may be attributed to all members in the household, par- 
ticularly where patterns of child care usage have been expressed as distributions 
of children by race or ethnicity* 

Both raw and projected distributions of respondents by race are given 
in Table III- 5 due to the import of the oversampling. In our opinion, the 
unweighted sample space for racial minorities (n = 1,602) is demonstrably 
adequate for the partitioned analysis intended, 

A second item (question 66) was included in the questionnaire to identify 
respondents who perceived themselves as Spanish in ethnicity. Results from 
this question are given in Table III- 6. The question was not asked of American 
Indians or Asian-Americans, u 

h 6 
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TABLE 1 1 1-4 
HIGHEST LEVEL OF EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT 



Level 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


Grades 1 - 8 


1,726 


7.1 


Some high school 


4,557 


18,7 


High school graduate 


9,382 


38.5 


Some college or other post high 
school work 


5,479 


22.5 


College graduate or higher 


3,203 


13.2 


TOTAL 


24,337 


100.0 



^Reported in thousanda 



SOURCE: Question 62 

Unweighted Sample Disposition 

Valid answers 4,601 

Non-response 8 

TOTAL 4,609 



100* 
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TABLE III-5 
RESPONDENT'S RACE 



Race 


Raw - 
Interviews 


Projected 
Households* 


Adjusted 
Percent 


White 


O } UUP 


i y , Day 


on o 

OU , L 


1 Black 


1 ,429 


3,575 


14.7 


American Indian 


, S2 


462 


1.9 


Asian American 


3*6 


337 1 


1 .4 


Other*** 


85 


456 


1.9 


TOTAL 


4,608 


24,309 


100.0 



SOURCE * Question 65 "Reported in thousands 

* ^Reaoi^ded by observation 
BASE: All households where there was no doubt 

with children ***Not read 

/ under 14 



o 

}00% 



Unweighted Sample D 


is pes it ion 


Valid answers 


4,608 


Non-response 


1 


' TOTAL 


4,609 



III- 8 
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TABLE 1 1 1-6 
ETHNICITY: SPANISH BACKGROUND 



Spanish Background 


Projected 
Househol ds* 


Percent 


Mexican-American 


690 


3,0 


Puerto Rlcan 


197 


0.9 


Of other Spanish heritage 


430 


1.9 


Not of Spanish background 


21 ,732 


94.3 


TOTAL . 


23,048 


100,0 


SOURCE: Question 66 


^Reported i) 


■ thousands 



BASE: Respondents whose 
race is either 
white or black 



T 

94,31 



Unweighted Sample 


Disposition 


Valid answers 


4,415 


Did not apply 


173 


No response 


21 


TOTAL 


4,609 



III- 9 
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Finally, a summary variable was constructed from both the race and 
the Spanish ethnicity variables as shown In Table 111-7, The logical methodology 
- used in combining these items held that Spanish-ethnicity takes priority in sum- 
mary classification over race. 

Household Size and Structu re 

The sample households range in size from two (by definition) to fifteen 
(Table III-8), The modal size is four members (mean 3 4.46), tending to eon- 
firm the image of the "typical American family, !! Fewer than one in twenty 
(4,2%) consist only of mother and child, a structure which maybe assumed to 
represent a care-demanding circumstance* at least for non-public-assistance 
households, 

In the broadest sense, the concept of household" is very nearly 
synonymous with that of "family 11 Since fewer than one percent contain unrelated 
members, The proportional distribution of relationships shown (Table 111-9) 
merits clarification since percentages do not reflect the absolute proportions 
of household members of a given relationship, Instead, figures represent the 
probability of a sample household containing at least one member of a certain 
relationship. For example, while an estimated 77,6% include at least one son, 
some include more than one son. Given that the categories are not exclusive, 
the percents do not, of course, add to 100%, 

(In any event, it is somewhat enigmatic that there are substantially 
more households (5.4%) that contain sons than contain daughters. Perhaps 
daughters are more likely to occur in pairs ? ! On the other hand, all other sex- 
linked relational pairs favor females, This phenomenon, if intellectually inter- 
esting, has little direct analytical import,) 
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TABLE 1 1 1-7 
RACE/ETHNICITY DISTRIBUTION 



Ca teoorv 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


White 




75,1 


Black 


3,507 


14.4 


Spanish 


1 ,316 


5.4 


Other 


1 ,255 


5.1 


TOTAL 


24,389 


100.0 



SOURCE: Questions 65 and 66 Reported in thousands 

BASE : All households with 
children under 14 



O 

100% 



Unweighted Sample 


Disposition . 


Valid answers 


4,608 


Non-response 


1 


Total 


4,609 
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TABLE III-8 
TOTAL FAMILY SIZE 



Number of 
Family Members 



2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

lO- 
ll 
12 
13 
14 
15 



TOTAL 



Projected 
Households* 



1,025 
5,618 
7,944 
5,003 
2,511 
1,251 
546 
224 
112 
122 
25 
8 
0 
2 



24,390 



SOURCE : Question 1 

BASE: All households with 
children under 14 



Percent 



4.2 
23,0 
32,6 
20.5 
10.3 
5.1 
2.2 
0.9 
0.5 
0,5 
0.1 
0,0 
0,0 
0,0 



100,0 



*Reporied in thousands 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 4,609 



100% 
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TABLE II 1-9 

PROPORTION OF HOUSEHOLDS CONTAINING MEMBERS OF A GIVEN RELATIONSHI 



SOURCE : 
BASE : 



Question 1 

All households 
with children 
under- 14 



RpI n t 1 nh^ hi n fn 

(<y Ml b !U!|?!|I 1 J LU 

Respondent 


r r oj oc tnu 
llousuliol tte* 


Percent 


Self (Male) 


182 


0.7 


Self (female) 


,24,196 


99,2 


Husband 


19,960 


81 ,8 


Wife 


100 


0,4 


Son 


18,920 


77,6 


Daughter 5 


17,655 


72,4 


Brother 


252 


1.0 


Sister 


280 


1,1 


Father ' ■ 


200 


1,1 


Mother 


732 


3.0 


Grandson 


270 


1,1 


Granddaughter 


314 


1,3 


Grandfather 


29 


OJ 


Grandmother 


94 


0,4 . 


Nephew 


103 


0,4 


Niece 


109 


0,4 


Uncle 


32 


0,1 


, 'Aunt 


64 


0,3 


Other Relatives 


60 




Unrelated Persons 


151 


0,6 


Unknown relationships 

TOTAL 


98 


0,4 - 


24,390 


100,01 



*Repprip,d in thousands 




100% 



_ Unweightec 


! Sample Dis 


posi tion 


/< f Multiple 


Number of 


% Valid 


Answers 


Respondents 


Answers 


1 


0 


0,0 


2 


422 . ' 


9,2 


3 


2,070 


44,9 


4 


1 ,905 


41 ,3 


■. 5 


160 


3,5 


6 


38 


■ 0.8 


7 


' 11 


0,2 


_ _ 8 j_ _ _ 


3 


JO J _ 


Valid answers 


4,609 


100,0 
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From this probability distribution, it is clear that at least nine of ten 
families are styled after the traditional nuclear model consisting of parents 
and children. Yet 212 interviews do describe; households including five or more 
relationships, a fact which may make some analysis of Tf complex families" pos- 
sible In the future, 

A second similar p robability— of- relationship distribution (Table T IT— 10) 
is limited to children under 14. Except sons and daughters, the only children 
that are represented at greater than a 1% probability are grandchildren. 

The average number of children under 14 per household is 1,96 with an 
observed maximum of nine children (Table III- 11). T ie estimated distribution 
by age Is pre ited as Table 111-12. 

As atopic of aneUiary interest, respondents were asked if any of thei: 
children had disabilities or special problems. Fully 8.6% (projected n 2,06 
million) answered affirmatively. These respondents were then aske'd the ages 
of the applicable disabled or "special" children, The resultant distribution is 
given by age in Table 111-13. 

Economic and Employment Characteristics 

. . / 

More than 90% (22.2 million) of households with children under 1 4 

receive at least some economic support from one or more household members 
(Table 111-14), Of these, approximately 87% contain male respondents or hus- 
bands contributing support and 41% Include breadwlnnlng female respondents or 

■ * - - "\ 

wives, No other household member, related or unrelated, contributes with \ 

suffioient frequency to merit generalization. Three-quarters report no finan- 
cial support from external sources (Table ni-15). 

111-14 , 



TABLE 111-10 

PROPORTION OF HOUSEHOLDS CONTAINING CHILDREN 
UNDER 14 OF A GIVEN RELATIONSHIP 



SOURCE : Question. 1 

BASE : All fiQuseholds 
j with children 

, ■ under "1 4 



[ Relationship to 
! Respondent 


Projected 
Households* 


1 
I 

| Percent -J 


j Son 


17 s 048 


; 69.9 


| Daughter 


16,061 


1 65.9 


Brother 


19 


| . 0.1 ! 


Sister 


31 


i. o.i , 


Grandson 


270 


! r.i 


Granddaughter 


307 


! 1.3 ; 


■ 

Nephew 


• 75 


; i 

j 0.3 ■ 


Niece 


85 


I I 

j 0.3 j 


Other relatives 


9 


0.0 


Unrelated persons 


25 


o.l ; 


Unknown relationships 


69 / 


j 0.3 j 


TOTAL 


24,388 


j 

| 100.0 | 






1. • 1 



tRepQFied in thousands 




100% 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


# Multiple . Number of 


% Valid 


Answers Respondents 


Answers 


1 2,766 


60,0 


2 ' 1,785 


38,7 


3 48 


1.0 




0.2 _ 


Valid answers 4,608 


100.0 


Non-response 1 


TOTAL 4,609 


.... 1 



m-i5 
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TABLE III-U 
NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN THE HOUSEHOLD 



Number of 


Projected 




Children 


Households* 


Percent 


1 


9,522 


39.0 


2 


8,995 


36,9 , 


3 


3,970 


16,3 


. 4 


1 288 


R 3 


5 


408 


1,7 


S 


116 


0,5 


7 


. 84 


0.3 


8 


4 


0,0 


9 v 


4 


0,0 


TOTAL 


24,390 


100.0 









*Reporied in thousands 



SOURCE : Question 1 

i 

BASE: All households with, 
children under 14 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 4,609 



;ioo% 



V, 



ERIC 
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TABLE II 1-12 
AGE OF CHILDREN 



Question 1 



BASE: All children 
under 14 



Age 


Projected 
Ouldren* 


Percent 


unaer J 


\ oUD 10 la ! ) 


8 ^ 091 


16,9 


I 1 in n z 5 * w> 

Unuer 


i 


3,239 


6.8 


1 




2,657 


5.5 


2 




3,195 


6.7 




VoUDtO ta 1 ) 


10.749 


22,4 


3 




3,517 


7,3 


4 




3,588 


7.5 


5 




3,644 


7.6 


6-9 


(Subtotal) 


• 13.976 


29.1 


6 




i 3,517 


7.3 


7 




\ '3,477 


7.2 


Q 

a 




3,403 


7.1 


9 




3,578 


7.5 


10-13 


(Subtotal) 


15,148 


31 .6 


10 




3,717 


7.7 


11 




4,023 


8.4 


12 




3,808 


7.9 


13 




3,600 


7.5 




TOTAL 


47,963 . 


100,0 



*Reporied in thousands 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 4,609 



100% 
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TABLE 111-13 

AGE OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES 
OR SPECIAL PROBLEMS 



SOURCE: Question 5 
BASE; 



• Age 


Projected Number 
of Children* 


Percent 


Under one year 


22 


1 , 0 / 


One year 


84 


3,7 / 


Two years 


125 


■ 5.6 / 


Three years 


157 / 


7.0' 


Four years 


147 / 


6.5 


Five years 


236/ 


10.5 


Six years i 

i 


204 


9.1 


■| 

Seven years 


192 


8.6 


Eight years 


2^6 


10. 1 


Nine years 


i 

1/53 


/ 6.8 


Ten years 


150 


6.8 


Eleven years 




/ ' 

6.7 


Twelve years 


r 

2|l9 


/ 

9.7 


Thirteen years 


183 


8.2 


TOTAL 


2,24^ 

\ 

, \ 


100.0 



^Reported in ihouBandB 



Children with disabilities 
or special problems 



■"V\. 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 419 
Non-response 8,978 

TQTAL 9,397 



5% 

i 
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TABLE 111-14 



PROPORTION OF HOUSEHOLDS RECEIVING FINANCIAL 
SUPPORT FROM MEMBERS OF A GIVEN RELATIONSHIP 



kp iat lonship to 
Respondent 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


Self (Hale) 


144 


0.7 


Self (Female) 


8,986 


40,5 


Husband 


19,076 


86,1 


Wife 


55 


0,2 


Son 


205** 


0.9 


Daughter 


135 


0.6 


Brother 


28 


0.1 


Sister 


37 


0,2 


Father 


46 


0,2 


Mother 


109 


0,5 


Grandson 


0 


0,0 


Granddaughter 


0 


0.0 


Grandfather 5 


3 


0.0 


Grandmother 


43 


0,2 


Nephew 


7 


0.0 


Niece 


0 


0,0 


Uncle 


2 


0,0 


Aunt 


0 


o:o 


/Other Relatives 


7 


0.0 


Unrelated Persons 


57 


0.3 


Unknown relationships 


21 


0.1 


TOTAL*** 

— - - * I 


22,166 


UJ.02 



SOURCE; 
BASE : 



question 2 

All households 
with children 
under 14 




^Reported in thousandB 
■**Thia> ehould f h& interpreted as BOB 
thousand hou&eholde have one or more 
Bone that help support the ohildr^ 

***Dob6 not include houaehotda having no 
supporting members (unweighted n m 593) 

1 



100% 
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Unweighted Sample Disposition 



# Multiple 


Number of 


% Valid 


Answers 


Respondents 


Answers 


0 


598 


13.0 


1 


2.757 


59,0 


2 


1,214 


26,3 


3 


36 


, 0,0 


4 


3 


0.1 


S 


1 


0.0 


Valid answers 4 f 6Q9 


100,0 



/ 



TABLE 111-15 



SOURCES OF FINANCIAL SUPPORT OF CHILDREN (FROM 
OUTSIDE OF THE HOUSEHOLD) 



Sources 


Projected 
Housiholds* 


Percent 


Spouse or ex-spouse (outside of your household) 


1,686 


6,9 


Relative (outside of your household) > 


170 


0.7 ' 


Other person (outside of your household) * " ; 


42 


0,2 


Government payments or subsidies expressly for child care 


312 


1.3 


Income tax deductions for child care payments 


250' 


1.0 


Work Incentive Program (WIN) 


" 24 


0.1 


Aid for Dependent Children 


1 ,639 


6.7 


Other public welfare program 


' 1 ,099 


4.5 


Other government source (Veterans Administration, 
Social Security, etc. ) 


1,670 


• 6.9 


Other private agency or organization 


0 


' 0.0 


None 


18,569 


76.4 


TOTAL 


24,304 


100,0 



SOURCE: Question 3 

BASE: All households with 
children under 14 



''Reported in thousands' 




100% 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


# Multiple 


Number of 


Relative 


Answers, 


Respondents 


Percent 


1 


4,327 


,94.2' 


2 


237 


5.2 


3 


22 


0.5 


' 4 


6 


0.1 ' 








Valid answers 4,592 


100.0 


Non-respor 


ise 17 




TOTAL 4,609 
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A fourth, or roughly six million', receive additional financial support 
from outside the household, Among th* sources tabulated arc support from 
an estranged spouse (6. 9 %) and Aid to Families with Dependent Children 
(APDC-6, 7%). The categories "other public welfare" (4. 5%) and ''other 
' S° ve «nient aource" (6, 9%) are generally undefined, including food stamps , 
the "adult" welfare categories (blind, disabled, old age assistance), social 
security, veterans' benefits, general assistance. Medicaid and myriad other 
^assistance programs, Finally, the category "income tax deductions" may not 
have been stated entirely clearly and may yield a suspect statistic although it 
is reported in Table rf|-l 5 without note. 

A distribution of the gross annual household cash income Is shown in 
Table m-16. This item (question 67) yielded the. lowest response rate (88,5%) 
of all the basic survey variables, due primarily to refusals. The reader is* 
therefore cautioned mat non-response is not allocated in the projected distri- 
bution, > 

A second income variable, poverty status (Table III- 17), was constructed 
as a function of gross income and household size using the interagency government 
poverty-level tables of April 3(1, 1975. Since farm households could not be 
identified on the basis of questionnaire data, figures for non-farm families were 
applied to all households. 

- o 

The three categories shown (below poverty, above poverty to 200% of 
poverty and above 200% of poverty) are particularly relevant to federal policy- 
related research since eligibility for various programs and beriefita is deter- 
mined by the .poverty level, furthermore, the three classes correspond, if 
only very roughly, to the vernacular notion of "poor, " "marginal" (or "near 
poor") and "non-poor" ( or "middle-class") households. Consequently, this 
contrast variable is and will continue to be used „\oro prominently than simple 
income i,n our analyses. 
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TABLE 111-16 
ANNUAL INCOME OF TOTAL HOUSEHOLD 



Income Class 


rf U J t: W 1 IJU 

House hoi dr.* 


Percent 


■Under $2,000 


200 


0.9 . 


$2,000-2,999 


340 


1.6 


3,000-3,999 


804 , 


3.7 


4-, 000-4, 999 


744 


3.4 


5,000-5,999 . 


937 


4.3 


6,000-6,999 ■ • 


1,171 


5.4 

f 


7,000-7,999 


893 


4.1 


8,000-8,999 


847 


3.9 


9,000-9,999 '•' 


900 ; 4.2 


10, 000- 11,99? 


2,713 


12.5 


12,000-14,999 


3,965 


' 18.3 


15,000-19,999 


4,4l'6 


20.4 


20,000 and up 


■ 3,693 


17.0 


* TOTAL 


21 ,624 


100.0 


SOURCE: Question 67 

BASE: All households t - 


*Reportp.d in 


thousands 
\ • 



with children 
ier 14 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 4,081 
Non-response 528 

TOTAL 4,609 
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ANNUAL INCOME OF TOTAL HOUSEHOLD IN 
RELATION TO POVERTY LINE** • 



SOURCE 
BASE: 



Question 67 

All households 
with chndrtn 
under, 14 




100% 



I — — — — _ 

Income Class 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


Below poverty / 


3,212 


14,9 


Poverty to 200% poverty 


5,285 


24.4 


Over 20QX poverty 


13,127 


60.7 


TOTAL 


21,624 


1QO.-0 



^Reported in thousands 

**Poverty level criterion a function 
„ of fmnily sia# is / as follows: 

Family Poverty Family Poverty 
Size Level 

2 $3,410 
5 4,230 
4 5,050 , 

For each additional member $820 is 
added, These figures are used by 
the Department of Labor and Bureau 
of the Census for non-farm families 
in .the continental U.S. and became 
effective April 30, 1975* 



Size 

5 
6 



Line 

$6 3 8?0 
6 3 690 



eighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 4 f 081 
Non-response/ 528 

TOTAL , 4,609 
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Because child care usage, particularly of the more formal methods, 
is so often job-related, household employment characteristics assume a quintes- 
sential role in our attempt to describe the sample universe, With this in mind, it 
is important to note that over a third of the respondents are employed at least 
part-time, with nearly a quarter assuming full-time jobs (Table in-18). Including 
respondents who are enrolled in school or job training programs (Table III- 19), 
some 9. 6 million estimated households have primary caregivers with work or 
educational commitments, 

Both the distribution of earned income (Table 111-20) and the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics taxonomy of job classifications (Table 111-21) for respondents 
paint woefully stereotypical portraits of the American Woman, Only 1, 2 % of 
respondents (versus 17% of households) earn over $20, 000 with nearly half 
(45% versus 9, 6% for households) earning under $5, 000 f albeit true that about 
one-third of those employed work only part-time* By the same token, the 
majority are employed in service or clerical positions, 

" - . : i 

In analyzing many of the attitude variables and in assessing prevfous 
child care usage experience (see Section tV), it is worth noting that about 
half of those respondents not currently working have worked at some time since 
having children (Table 111-22). . A 

On the other hand, nine out of-ten of the spouses (i.e., "husbands") 
are currently employed on a full-time basis (Table 111-23). An estimated 6.4% 
are not employed, a figure roughly commensurate with the national unemploy- 
ment rate." * 



TABLE 111-18 
RESPONDENT'S EMPLOYMENT STATUS 



Status 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


Full -time 


5,737 


23,6 


. Part-time 


3,196 


13.1. 


Neither 


15,375 


63.3 


TOTAL 


24,309 


100. 0 



SOURCE 



Question 47 



BASE: All households with 
children under 14 




100« 



^Repovied in ihouaands 



Unwe ighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 


4,596 


Non-response 


13 


TOTAL 


4,609 
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TABLE 1 1 1-19 



RESPONDENT'S ENROLLMENT STATUS 
SCHOOL" OR JOB TRAINING 



IN 



Status 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


Fun-time . . 


960 


: 4,0 


Part-time 


1,124 


4.6 


Neither 


22,192 


91 .4 


TOTAL 


24,276 


. 100.0 



SOURCE: Question 49 



*BepQPted ijt thousands 



BASE: All households with 
children under 14 1 




1002 



Unweighted Sample 


Disposition 


Valid answers . 


4,589 


Non-response 


20 


TOTAL 


4,609 








/ • 



7B 
in-26 
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TABLE I I 1-20 



ANNUAL EARNED INCOME OF WORKING. RESPONDENTS 



" Income Class 


• Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


' Under $2,000 


1,006 


12.8 


$2,000-2,999! 

' ! 


932 


11,8 " 


3,000-3,999 

I 


805 


10.2 


4,000-4,999 i 

i 


801 


10.2 


' 1 

5,000-5,999 


784 


9.9 . 


6,000-6,999 


679 


8.6 


7,000-7,999 


620 


7.9. 


8,000-8,999 


627 


8.0 


9,000-9,999 x 


426 


5.4 


10,000-11,999 


616 


7.8 


12,000-14,999 


337 


* 4.3 


15,000-19,999 


1 58 


2.0 


20,000 and up 


92 


1.2 


TOTAL 0 ' 


- .7,884 


100.0 



SOURCE: Question 56 ^Reported in thousands 

* \ 



BASE: Households with 

working respondents ' 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


Valid answers 


1 ,566 


Did not apply 


2,848 1 ' 


Non-response 


195 


. TOTAL 


4,609 



361 
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TABLE 111-21 
JOB CLASSIFICATIONS OF WORKING RESPONDENTS 



Job Classifications 


Households* 


Percent 


Professional , technical . 


1 , 703 


19.4 


Farmers, farm managers 


0 


0.0 


\ Managers* officials; proprietors 


499 


S.7 


\ Clerical " 


3,343 


38.1 


\Sales workers : 
draftsmen, foremen 


370 


4.2 


151 


1.7 


Opera ti,ves 


782 , 


* 8.9 


Private household workers 


137 • 


1.6 


Service workers 


1,630 


18.6 


Farm\ laborers and foremen 


145' 


1.7 


Non-farm laborers 

TOTAL 

* V- - _ _ 


7 

... 8,767 


0.1 

100.0 

i - 



E \ Question 55 



BASE :^ Employed' 

\ respondents 



*Rgported in thouaandB 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 


1,738 


Did not apply 


2,848 


Non-response 


23 


./ TOTAL 

u . 


4,609 



0 

ERIC 



in-28. 
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"TABLE- 1 11-22 



PREVIOUS. EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF'* ' 
% • ' HON-WORKING RESPONDENTS '• 

r " t. - ' : . -s. 


. Response 


Projected /- 
Households /' 


Percent 


Worked since having children 


7,596 > 


49.6 * 


Haven't worked since having - 
. children . ••' 


• 

7,714 


• ' 50.4. , 


TOTAL 

— - ~ t - - ■ _ " 


15,310 


loo.'o , • "' 







SOURCE: Question 57 

BASE: Households In which 
mother Is not - " 
presently working 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 2,826 
Non-response $ 
TOt^t *4,-6097 



. TABLE ti 1-23 
SPOUSE'S EMPLOYMENT STATUS 





Projected 




Status 


Households* 


Rercent 


Full -time . «. - 


18,168 ' 


90.8 


« Part-time 


567 


2.8 


Neither 


1 ,283 


6.4 


, TOTAL ' ■ 


20,017 


100.0 . 









SOURCE: Question 64 

BASE: Married responflents 




62% 



*Repg>Tted in thousands 



• Unweighted Sample 


Disposition 


Valid answers 


3,434 


Did not apply 


1,174 


No response 


1 


TOTAL 


4,609 



V 



82 
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SECTION iii APPENDIX 



SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 



TABLE 111-24 



HOURS PER WEEK SPENT AWAY FROM HOME 
FOR WORK, SCHOOL, AND JOB TRAINING 



Hours Away 


Projected 
Households* 


Pprcpn t 

• ±- t W" V=^ M W 


i-9 


u / *f 




10-19 




TIT 


20-29 


1,175 


12,9 


30-39 


1 ,340 


14.7 


40-49 


4,029 


44,2 


50 and up 


871 


9.5 


TOTAL 


9,122 


100.0 



SOURCE : Question 53 

BASE: Households with 
respondents that 
work, go to school 
or take job 
training 




^Reported in thousands" 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 

Val Id answers "1 ,813 
Did not apply 2,706 
Non-response 90 

TOTAL 4,609 



39% 



IH-31 



TABLE 1 1 1-25 



SCHEDULE FOR WORK, SCHOOL, OR JOB TRAINING: 
GENERAL DESCRIPTION 



Description 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


Fixed shift 


7,099 


74.6 


Rotating shift 


389 


4,1 


Irregular, predictable shift 


986 


10,4 


Irregular, unpredictable shift 


02C 


9.0 


Split shift 


111 


i ..' 


' TOTAL 


9,521 


100.0 


SOURCE: Question 52 


*Repartr:J j.n 


thousands 



BASE: Households in which 
mothers work, go to 
school , or are in r 
job training 




Unv/ni 


qh ted Sample Di 


s position 


Val 


Id answers 


1,882 


Did 


not apply 


2,706 


Non 


-response 


21 




TOTAL 


4,609 









39% 



85 
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TABLE II I -26 



SCHEDULE FOR WORK, SCHOOL , OR JOB TRAINING: 
TIME OF DAY 



Time of Day 


Projected 
Househo Ids* 


Percent 


W h n 1 ^ Hsu 
niiu I u Qoy ^ 


5,592 


63. >7 


i; 

mui hi Figs on iy 


824 


8,6 


Afternoons only 


382 


4 0 


Evenings only 


689 


7,2 


At night (overnight) only 


225 


2.4 


Varying times r- 


1 ? 812 


19.0 


TOTAL 


9,524 


. 100.0 



SOURCE ; Question 50 

BASE: Households In which 
mothers work, .go to 
school , or are in 
job training 



\ 



^Reported in thouearida 



V 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Val id answers 1 ,882 

Did not apply 2,706 

Non-response . 21 

. TOTAL 4,609 



39% 



r 



8U 
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TABLE 111-27 

SCHEDULE FOR WORK , SCHOOL, OR JOB TRAIN TNG : 
DAYS OF THE WEEK 



Days of the Week 


Proj .;cted 
Households* 


Percent 


Weekdays 


1 6,784 


' 71.2 


Weekends 


141 


1.5 


Weekdays and weekends 


2,601 


27.3 


TOTAL 


9,526 


100.0 



SOURCE: Question 51 A Reported inthougWvdn 



BASE: Households In which 

mothers v/ork , go to 

school or are in job 
training 



Unweighted Sample D 


is position j 






Val id answers ' 


1,884 | 


Did not apply 


2,706 jj 


Non-response 


19 I 


TOTAL 


4,609 1 



REASONS FOR NOT WORKING 



Reasons 



1. 

2, 
3, 
4, 

5. 

.6, 



7. 
8. 

9, 
10. 
11, 
12. 
13, 
14. 

15/ 

16. 
17, 
18, 



I am In school or job training j 
1 can contribute more to my family as a homemnher 
I'm not physically able to work 

My^youngest child is too young to leave with someone 

I'm too busy with other responsibilities to have the 
time to work 

Taking care of my children is more creative and 
satisfying than r ta king a job • " 

I don't need the money 

I can't make enough money to make it worth ry win If 
to work 

I just don't like to work 

, I can't find the kind of job I want 

I dorr't have enough job skills 

. My spouse doesn't want mc to work 

I am the only one who should take care of my child 

I can't find the kind of child care arrannements I 
would need to work - 

I can't afford the kind of child care arranqempnts I 
would need to work 

I can't find a job, none available 
I am presently looking for a job 
None of the above 

TOTAL 



Projected 
Household?* 



7,964 
1,406 

3,921 

3,316 
6,414 

^ » 74 1 

638 
761 

1 ,35b 

3,003 
1 ,101 

1 ,145 

769 
803 



Pcrrrnt 



15,080 



3,0 
52, 8 

9,3 
2G, Q 

22,0 

4?, 5 

18.2 

4.2 
5,0 
9. 0 
32,1 
19,9 
7,3 

7,6 

6,1 

5,3 

-Li. 

100,0 



SOURCE: Question 48 

BASE: Households in which 
respondent is not 
employed 



*Hcp cried in thousands: 




62% 



in- 35 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


# Hultjple Number of 
Answers Respondents 


Percent 


1 


WB 


29,1 


2 


645 


23,2 . 


• 3 


536 


19,3 


4 


391 


14.1 


5 


177 


6,4 


6 


112 


4,0 


'i- 


61 


2.2 




25 


0.9 


9 
10 


11 

6 


0,4 
0.2 


11 
12 


2 
1 


0,1 ' 


Valid answers 


2,775 


100,0 


Did not apply 


1,774 




Non-response 


60 




TOTAL ^ 


4,609 





88. 



TABLE III n 
REASONS FOR WORKING 



Reason 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


1. It is necessary for economic survival 


5,289 


60.1 


2, To get a litt 
necessities 


le bit more than the basic 


3,600 


40.9 


3. To buy the nicer things , luxuries, get 
ahead - 


2.312 


26.3 


4, I don't want 


to be on we 1 fa re 




. 1 ,627 


18.5 


5, It gives me "a feeling of indepe 
and self-satisfaction 


ndence 


3,727 


42.4 


6, I like what I 


do on my job 




4,357 


49.5 


*i 

7, To get out of the house and away from 
the children for a while 


1 DQR 


19 (\ 


8, To have contact with other adults' and 


2,634 


29.9 


tneir ideas 












TOTAL 


8,796 


100.0 


SOURCE: Question 54 






thousands 


BASE: Households with 
working mothers 












Unweighted Sample Disposition ' 


/ 




II Multlpl 

Answers 


s Number of % Valid 
Respondents Answers 


■ 3 


6% 


1 

f2 
3 . 
4 
5 
8 
7 
8 


467 
404 

363 
. 217 
' 156 
92 
25 
16 


26.8 
23.2 
20.9' 
12.5 
9.0 
5.3 
1 .4 

- 0.9 


• . A- 

f . ' 




Valid answers 1 ,74U 
Did not apply 2,869 

TOTAL 9,397 , 


100.0 



I IK! 6 



TABLE II 1-30 
RACE/ETHNICITY DISTRIBUTION OF CHILDREN 





Projected 
Chi 1 dren 


Percent 


Whita 


' 34,439 


71 .8 


Black 


7,584 


15.8 


Spanish 


3,027 


6.3 


her 


2,912 


6,1 


TOTAL 


47,962 


100.0 



SOURCE: Ques: ons 65 and 66 *Reported in thousands 
BASE: All children 




100% 



Un lighted Sample Disposition 

Valid answers 9 S 396 
Non-response 1 

TOTAL 9,397 



\ 



90 
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TABLE 1 1 1 -31 



SOURCES OF FINANCIAL SUPPORT OF CHILDREN FROM OUTSIDE OF 
THE HOUSEHOLD: A DISTRIBUTION OF THE CHILDREN 



Sources 4 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


. ) 

Spouse or ex-spouse (outside of your household) 


3,384 


7.1 


Relative (outside of your household) 


31,7 


0.7 


Other person (outside of your household) 


105 


0.2 


Government payments or subsidies expressly for child care 


P 726 


1.5 


Income-tax deductions for child care payments 


408 


0.9 


Work Incentive Program (WIN) 


43 


0.1 


Aid for Dependent Children 


4,158 


8.7 


Other public welfare program 


2,446 


5.1 


Other government source (Veterans Administration, 
Social Security, etc) 


3,132 


6.6 


Other private agency or organization 


0 


0.0 


None 


35,667 


74.7 


TOTAL 


47,743 ' 


loo.: 



SOURCE 
BASE: 



Question .3 
All children 




100% 





^Reported in 


thousand;! 


Unweighted Sample' Dispos i Lion 


# Multiple 


Number of 


Relative 


Answers 


Respondents 


Percent^ 


1 


8,717" 


93.2 


2 


' 559 


6.0 


3 


"64 


0.7 


4- 


1 6 . 


. _q._2.._ 


Vol id answe 


rs 9,356 • 


100.0 


Non-respons 


e 41 




TOTAL 9,397 




1 - 
i 
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TABLE 111-32 



ANNUAL INCOME OF TOTAL HOUFEHOLD IN 
RELATION TO POVERTY LINE**: 
A DISTRIBUTION OF CHILDREN 



Income Class 


! Projected 
j Children* 


Percent 


Below poverty 


8,094 


18.9 


Poverty to 200% poverty 


11,166 


26.1 


Over 200% poverty 


23/482 


54.9 


TOTAL 


' 42,743 


100.0 



SOURCE 

BASE 



Question 67 
All children 




1001 



* Reported in thousands 

* * Poverty level criterion as a function 
of family size is jz& follows: 

Family Poverty x Family Poverty 



B 
3 
4 



Level 

$3,410 
4,230 
.5.050 



S%se Line 
$5,870 



5, 
6 



6, 690 



For each additional member $820 is 
added, These figures are used by 
the Deparpnent of Labor and Bureau 
of the Census for non-farm families 
in the continental U 9 S* and became . 
effective April 30, 1975. 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 

Valid answers 8,348 
Non-res ponse 1 8 Q49 

TOTAL 9,397 



m- ay 

92 



TABLE 111-33 



THE NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS WITH CHILDREN WHO HAVE 
DISABILITIES OR SPECIAL PROBLEMS 



- - . - — -.^^ ^ — - — 

Children 


Projected _ 
Households* 


Percent / 


..With disabilities or 
special problems 

Without disabilities 
or special problems 

f .. - TOTAL 


2,068 
22,286 . 


8.5 

9 1 , r 3 


24,354 


100.0 



^Reported in thousands 



SOURCE: Question 4 

BASE: All households with 
- children under 1 4 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 4,601 
Non-response , 8 

TOTAL 4,609 



100% 



-■ t 



111-40 
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SECTION IV 



Overview 



MEASURES OF CHILD CARE USAGE 

t' 

-4 



In this secMon* levels of child care usage are presented from two statistical 
perspectives: households and children. Furthermore, lour basic definitions 
of consumption are proffered for use throughout the remainder of the report 
as follows; 

0 -Tpffi Methods. Used, Under this definition, any household which 



uses any. form of child care, even if very occasionally, including 
casual ckre by the spouse, an older sibling or even the respondent 
at her or his place of work. This <' Cinition, obviously, is only 
of passing interest from an analytical viewpoint and embraces 
about '13 0% of households . 

Users of a "Principal" Method, Households or children using or 
receiving car# from one or more of nine types of caregivers or 
institutipns not included in the Immediate family nucleus. These 
principal types are (1) in-home care by a relative, (2) in-home 
care by a non-relative, (3) other-home care by a relative, (4) 
other-hdme care by a non- relative, (5) nursery and pre-schools, 
(6) day care centers, (7) cooperative programs, (8) before and 

after school care programs and (9) Headstart. Unless. otherwise 

i 

noted, ttje term "user" in this r> rt refers to any household 
reporting at least one child receiving one or more of these types 
of care, even if infrequently* 

rv-i - , 1 * 
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Main Method, Respondents using' more than one: of the nine/ 
principal types listed above were asked to select one an 
their most important or "main" method. This variable is 
useful in its own right as an indicator ot tm porta nee and, 
is, in addition," used as a key or frame of reference in the 
structure of the questionnaire. 

Children whig One or_MQr f Olours r of -C uru-pe r W eek , .. 
Some respondents reported that [their children received giv- 
en types of care so infrequently Ots to "average" less than 
an hour per week. Where distributions and mean levels 
of usag^ are given, these observations were intentionally 
dropped as being insubstantial. 



Also included in this section are the schedules and times of day various 
types of care are used, usage of special summer care arrangements and, for 
three more formal methods (in-home by non- relative, nursery schools and day 
care centers)., licensure status of the caregiver where known* Supplemental 
cross- tabulations and* tables of mean usage by poverty status, race/ethnicity, 
and summary marital/employment status are included! in the appendix at the 
end of the section, 

h - 
Maximum Usage .Estimates : 

•. ; I • • 

' After listing all memih&rSLof the household by age and relationship, 

interviewers asked, for each child under 14, what methods of child -care were 

used for that child, no! Matter how infrequently, including even very informal 

arrangements within the household, j Fully; 88% of the children (Table IV-i) 

■ i . i " , ■ * 

representing 89, 7% qf the households (Table IV- 2) * reported some usage of care, 

,An estimated 15,8 million (64, 7%) reported using at least one of the nine 

principal methods, " . ' " •' 1 ,/ ! 

■-IV-2 m ' \ . ' . ."" 

* ' « !'"*""/ 

J- * ■ s ' 
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TABLE IV-1 



NUMBER OF CHILDREN RECEIVING 
AT LEAST ONE TYPE OF CARE 





Projected 
QUldren* 


Percent 


Phil HrPfi Y^&r* ei* \/i hn stl* 1 fl^rf 

y'i i iui ct! r cLc 1 V 1 ny aw 1 6a S L 0116 


42*220 


88,0 


type of care 


Children not reeeivinq child 


5,743 


12,0 


care 




TOTAL 


47,963 


100,0 ■ 


SOURCE: Question 7 


*Fiepor f fid 


in thousands 



BASE: All children 




1 00% 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 9,397 



rv-3 
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TABLE IV-2 

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS USING AT LEAST 
ONE TYPE OF CHILD CARE 





Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


Using at least one type 


21 ,888 


89.7 


Not using any child care 


2,502 


11.3 


TOTAL 


24,390 


100.0 


SOURCE: Question 7 


*-Iu 


d in thousands 



BASE: All households with 
children under 14 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 4,609 



1001 



IV-4 
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The logical presence of some usage is given by method as a distribu- 
tion of children (Table rV-3) and households (Table IV -1). To the surprise of 
no one, care by the spouse leads the list, ' 

In general, both tables are dominated by providers related to the ;hlld , 
including care in a relative* home and in the child's home and informal care by 
siblings. Only about 7% of children receive "formal" care in nursery scools 
or day care centers. Perhaps the most important observation to be made from 
these tables concerns the availability of relatives as child care providers. 

When users of any of the principal (first nine) methods were asked what 
they considered to be their "main method," nearly half (48,2%) Identified a 
"non-nuclear" relative as the provider (Table lV-;>). 

At this point, it should be noted that the difference between nursery 
school and day care center earn is not entirely clear, since a given facility could 
provide full- time care and possess all the attributes of a day cpre center but sim- 
ply be titled a "nursery school, " It there is a single important categc-Vical differ- 
ence between these methods of care (other than local nomenclature), it probably 
lies in the respondent's perception of the mode of usage. Under this hypothesis, 
two users of the same facility-one part-time in order to prcvide social contact 
for the child, the other full-time because the parents work-might identify the 
method of care as nursery s-hool and day care center respectively. In any 
event, overall users of "day care centers" are nearly twice as likely to identify 
that method ae their "main mevW as are "nursery school" users. 

Measures of Usage 

As we have noted, a great proportion In the overall distribution of chil- 
dren "using" child care consists of marginal (very infrequent) users. Only about 
26. 4 million children (62. 5% of the gross "sometimes use" population) receive 
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TABLE IV-3 
TYPES OF CARE RECEIVED BY CHILDREN 



Type of Care 


projected 
Children* 


Percent _ 


1. 


In own home by relative (not spouse or child's brother 


or sister) 


11,470 


27.2 


2, 


In ov/ii honut by non-relative 




11,107 


26,3 


3. 


In other home by relative 




13,7C6 


32. 5 


4, 


In other home by non-relative 




8,345 


19.8 


5. 


In nursery school or pre- school 




1 ,981 


4,7 


6. 


In a day care center 




960 


2,3 ' 


7, 


In a cooperative program or babysitting cooperative 




54 b 


1.3 , 


8, 


Before or after school activities program (not regular 6 


school hour 


■s) 1.676 


4.0 


9, 


Hoadstart 




130 


0.3 


10. 


In own home by spouse 




21,632 


51-7 


11. 


In own name by child's older brother or sister 




1 2,397 


29 .4 


12, 


Child stays by self 




5.144 


12.2 


13. 


Child takes care of self and younger brother or sister 




2,799 


6.6 


14, 


Public or private school - kindergarten and above 




9,43^ 


,2?..* ... 




Cared for by parent at "work 




701 


_Jjl 




TOTAL 




42,220 


100.0 



SOURCE : Question 1 

BASE: Children receiving at least 
one type of care 



A Reported in thoupa^s 




Unweighted Sample Dis 


positiP" 


rfMultipIo Number of 


% valid 


.Answers . Respondents 


Answers 


1 2,907 


36.1 


2 2,419 


3 p n 


3 1,429 


17. C 


4 703 


8.7 


5 403 


5.0 


6 131 


1.6 


7 40 


0.5 


8 . 18 


0.2 


Valid answers 8,050 


100.0 


Did not apply 1,34/ 




TOTAL 9,397 
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TABLE IV-4 
TYPES OF CARE USED 



1 - - ! ■ • - • 
Type of Care 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 




in uwn Hume py rpintivc ^not spouse or c n 1 1 cl s brother 


or sister) 


5,780 


26,4 


9 


In own home by non-relative 




5,632 


25.7 


n 
0 


Jn other home by relative 




7,706 


35-2 


A 

4 , 


In other home by non-relative 




5,137 


23,5 


E 


In nursery school or pre- school 




1,769 


8,1 . 


y » 


In a day care center 




698 


3.2 


7 


In a couperative program or babysitting cooperative 




340 


1.6 


8. 


Before or after school a c t iv 1 1. i >_ program (not regular 


school hours) 


1 ,078 


4.9 


9. 


Heafotart 




, 105 


0.5 


10, 


In own home by spouse 




11 ,460 


52*4 


11. 


In own home by child's older brother or sister 




6,770 


30.9 


1 


Child stays by self 




3,831 


17.5 


13. 


Child takes care o f self and younger brother or sister 




1 ,950 


8,9 


14, 


Public or private school - kindergarten and aoove 




5,706 


26.1 




Cared for by parent at work 




444 


2.0 






TOTAL 


21 ,888 


100,0 



SOURCE: Question 7 Reported in thousands 



BASE: Households using at least 
one type of care •, 



90% 



Unweighted SamplB Disposition 


1 Hjltlpie Number ef 
Answers Respondents 


% Valid 
Answers 


1 
2 
3 
4 

5 

a , 
1 

8 
9 

10 

Jl__ 


1,219 
1,202 
778 
431 
238 
104 
44 
£3 
11 
2 


30.0 
29,6 
19,2 
10,7 
S,9 
2,6 
1.1 
0,6 
/ 0.3 

; o,6 


Valid answers 
Did not apply 


4,017 

, 552 


100,0 


TOTAL 


4,609 
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Type of Care 


Projected 

Mnu cphn 1 H 

nUU a c l lU IU5 


Percent 


1. 


In own home by relative (not spouse or child's 
brother or sister) ^ 


3,418 


21 .8 


2 . 


In own home by non-relative 


3,176' 


20.3 


3 , 


In other home by relative 


4,136 


26.4 


4. 


In other home by non-relative 


2,513 


•16. 1 


5. 


in nursery school or pre-school 


874 


5.6 


6, 


In a daycare center 


550 


3.5 


7. 


In a cooperative program or babysitting cooperative 


139 


0. 9 


8. 


Before or after school activities program (not 
regular school hours) 

•" i 


308 


2.0 


y * 


Headstart 


71 


0.5 


i n 
i f J s 


I ft own home by spouse 


266 


1.7 


11 e 


In own home by child s older brother or sister 


149 


I .0 ■ 


12. 


Child stays by self 


4' ' 


0.0 


13/ 


Child takes care of self and, younger brother or sist 


e» 1 7 


0.1 


14, 


Public or private school kindergarten and ebove 


10 


0.1 


"iS. 


Cared for by parent at work 


6 


0.0 




TOTAL 


15,636 


100.0 



* Reported in thousands 



SOURCE: Question 14 

BASE": Households that use 
child care 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 2,838 

Did not apply 1 ,740 
No response 31 

JTAL 4,609 



65% 
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care (under one or more of the nine principal types) with sufficient regularity 
to "average" an hour or more per week (Table IV-6). Even within this group of 
"regular users" (under a very liberal as sumption indeed), most (53,6%) average 
less than 10 hours a week. About 21%, or an estimated 5,6 million of these 
. children, representinggust under 12% of all children under 14, receive full-time 
equivalent care (defined as 30 or more hours per week). 

The distribution of usage levels is, as one would expect, very strongly 
tied to the. method used (Table 1V-7), * Most (56%) day care-center-using ' 
children utilize the services at' a full-time-equivalent .rate, whereas about three- 
quarters of all the home-based-care users (methods 1-4) receive care less than 
10 hours a week, 

' Children receiving care in another home by a non-relative are of partic- 
ular interest in this analyses, since regulated "family day care homes" would 
generally fall under this heading. But given the proportion of "light" users 
(67.2% receiving less than 10 hours), it is probable that at least half of the 
"other home by non-relative" group represents informal arrangements among 
friends and neighbors rather than the more structured "family day care home." 
This Inference Is supported in part by the proportion of respondents who 
exchange services and favors for care rather than cash (of. , Section VI on ' 
costs). 

Regardless of the structural characteristics of "other home by non- 
relative* 1 care, it is interesting that the distribution of usage is among the 
flattest (mbst broadly distributed) of the methods. This would tend to confirm 
speculations that this method embraces a variety of usage modalities. 



♦Sample dispositions for each method are included in the appendix to this 
section. 
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TABLE IV-6 

COMBINED HOURS THAT CHILDREN USE ALL TYPES OF CARE** 



Hours 



1-9 
10-19 

20-29 
30-39 
40-49 
50 and up 



TOTAL 
Mean Hours*** 



1 



Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Id \9R 

1 t 1 l CD 


□ J * 0 


*t « u/ o 


17 7 






1,153 


4,4 


2*993 


11.4 


1,425 


5,4 


26,356 


100,0 


16,1 





SOURCE * Question 12 



^Reported in ihaUBOnda 

**Do<38 not include children 
BASE: Children using at least &ho receive lesa than one 
one type of child care hour per week 
on average of one hour *** Computed from aatual hours 



per week. 



/ 

A 




55% 



rather than from the above 
hour aelle 



Unweighted Sample 


Disposition 


Valid answers 


4,867 


Did not apply 


1,347 


Missing data 


3 f 183 


TOTAL 


9,397 
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' 1 y , TABLE IV-7 

* i "". 

SUMMARY TADLE: 
■ HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE** 



■' i 

Type of Care 


1-9 


10-19 


20-29 








Total 


30-39. 


40-49 


50 & yp 


Percent 


Projected 
Children* 


1. Own home by relative 


76.5, 


9.0, 


4.4 ' 


3.0 


5.5 


16 


100.0 


9,460 ' 


2. Own home by non-relative 


80.8 


8.2 


4.6 ' 


1.6 


3,5 


1.2 


100.0 


9,715 


3, Other home by relative 


74,4. 


10.1 


4.3 


1,8 


7,2 


2,1 


100.0 


11,318 


4, Other home by non-relative 


67,2 


9.5 


6.6 


'3,6 


10.9 


' '2.2 


100,0 


7,065 


5. Nursery or pre-schcol 

6, Day care center 


47.3 
■ 17,5 


21.5 
11,5 


3,5 
14.6 


4.2 
10.8 


18,7 
40.1 


4.9 

' 5,4 


100.0 
100,0 


1,921 
950 ' 


7. Cooperative pfogram 


84,4 


6,0 ! 


4,1 


S 3,0 


2,5 


0.0 


100,0 


538 


8, Before/after school program 


79,1 


17,9 


2.0 


1.0 


0.0 


0,0 


100.0 


1,581 


9. Headstart • ' ' , 


13.4 


27,4^ 


24.2 


31.7 


3.3 


0,0 


100.0 


121 



SOURCE : ' Question 12 * ■' ' • " . 1 %pTted in ikusaks* 

r ■ 



BASE; Children receiving it ' "' - m \ , TO ft^neiea, BQtyU 

least one hour of care , 1 '■ ■ disposition snd othv. 

in the respective types information^ bm tables 

. ' • . . on, pages WO to IV-48. 



Usage Schedule , 

Our analysis of the mode and significance of usage is greatly augmented 
by three additional variables, also collected by both child and method/ First, 
respondents were asked when, during the day or night, each. applicable child 
usually received a given type of care,' The results (Table IV- h) -reinforce the 
developing pattern that nursery and day care centers are most likely to-be used 
on a regular, full-time basis, "Other home by non-relative" is broadly distrib- 
uted and encompasses a broad range of usage modalities, and most homo-based 
care can probably be termed "babysitting, " The distribution for "before and • 
after school program" is suspect (e.g. ; "evenings" at 6.5% and "whole day" 
at 3, 9%) and may reflect misinterpretations by some respondents, 

A second schedule- related question, days of the week used, yields' a 
congruent distribution (Table IV --{)), with nursery schools, day care centers,- 

v 

before- and after school programs, and Headstart most frequently used during 
Ihe weelc . Care by relatives and all in-home care is used either on weekdays 
or weekends with approximately equal probability, Once again* however, other 
home cai*e by non- relatives is unique occurring more frequently during week- 
days but still meeting brpad, divergent needs, ' \ 

A third variable, "general usage schedule 1 * can be- interpreted as a 
measure of regularity (Table IV^IO). The same general patterns rioted above 
are evident here, also by method. 

Licensure 

4 Respondents were asked, for each child using other home by non-^ 
relative, nursery school or center care, if the provider or facility was licensed, 
Bastjd upon the valid answers attained, nearly all day care centers (97%) 

(Table. IV-11) and 86% of nurtery schools (Table IV-12) used are licensed/ 

" • - 

IV-12 



■ TABLE IV-8 

. SUNWARY 'ABLE! " 
TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE** 



N 

A 
i 

M 



• 






Time of Day 








i 


Typg of Can 


Whole 
day 


Mornings 
onlv 


Afternoons 
only 

V 


Evenings 
only 


Overnight 

umy 


Varying 

LI IRC5 


Total 


rircini 


Projected 

cm IQren w 


1, Own home by relative 


10.0 


-j — , — 
4.1 


\ 

■ 7.0 \ 


26.1 


3,5 


49.3 


y 100.0 


11,347 


2, Own home, by non-relative 


.7.3 


2.5 


s 

6.3 \ 


43,7 


1,8 


38.4 


100,0 


10,992 


3, Other home by relative 


12,8 


3.?' 


5.6 


16,4 


6.5 


54,8 


TOM- 


-13*573 , 


4. Other home by non-relative 


21,9 


7.7 


16.8 • 


10.0 


1.3 


42,3 




8,328 


5, Nursery or pre-school 

4 , 


37,0 


46.6 


10.4 


0.0 


0.0 


5 9' 


100.0- 


1,948 ' 


6. Day care center ' 


64,6 


7,7 


14.1 


,0.0 


0.0 


13.6 


100,0 


951 


7, Cooperative program 


.10.8 


21 ,9 


13.0 


8.0 ' 


2.9 • 


43.4 


100,0 


546 


s 

8; Before/after school program v 


3,9 


1.6 


67.3 . 


6.5 \ 


. 0.3 


20.3 


100.0 • 


V 

1,638 


9. Headstart 

6 

' + , 1 — 


39.4 


33.5 ' 


23,5 


0.0 


0.0 


3,5 • 


4 

100.0 
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S0URCE: ; question 9 



BASE: Children receiving care 
' in the respective types 



^spotted in ikusffids 

diBpoBition and other 
infomaiiMj see tables 

on pages iv-49 -■ IV-57, 



ERIC 



5 

i 

N 



■li a 



\ 



' ! SUMMARY 

DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE** 



\ 



1 






Wieroays 
& Weekends 


Total ' 


type of Care 


Weekdays 


Weekends 


Percent 


Projected 
Children* 

WM 1 1 U| Ell 


it uwn nonii oy riiitivi 




Z1.3 


51,1 


100 0 


11 1ft? 


Li uwn fiuiiic yy [!un"rsi5uV6 




OS 5 
CQ.C 


.TO,/ 


10C.D 


10,906 


3/ Other home by relative 


27.3 ' 


24.8 


47,9 


100.0 


13,426 


4,, Other home by non-relative 


59,9 


• 7.2 


32,9 


100 0 




a. nursery or pre-scnooi 




,3,9 


4,5 


100.0 


1,944 


6; Day care center 
7, Cooperative program 


■ 96,7 ' 
65.7 


1.9 
7,2 


1,4 


' 100.0 


' 936 


8. Before/after school program 1 


■ 80.6 


. 2,6 


27,0 
16,8 


100.0 
100.0 


535 
1,638 


9, Headstart 


^ 100.0 


' 0.0' 1 


0.0 


100.0 

2 
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SOURCE ; Question 10 

BASE: Children receiving care 
in the respective types 



^Reported in thousands, 

iiipBiiion' and other 
information! m tdbUs 



■ERIC 



J : 



TABLE IV-10 



t SUMMARY TABLE; 
.GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF SCHEDULE IN WHICH CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE** 



SOURCE: Question 11 
BASE: 



en receiving care 
respective type's 



lypi ot lire 


Fixed " 
' Times 


Rotating 
Times 


Irregular, Pre* 


Irregular, Unpre- 
dictible times 


Split 


Total s ' : 


dictible times 


r ! 

times 


5 

Percent 


Projected 
Children*: 


1 * Own home by relative 


15,5 


2.7 


12.7 


67.1 . 


2 0 


100.0 


11,347 


2. Own home bv^ non^felative 


16 8 


1 6 : 


16 1 


63 4 

Wy i t 




100,0 


10,987 


3* Other home bv filatfvi 

• 


14 3 




* 13 0 


68 7 

U y i L , 


1 Q 


100.0 


13,570 


4* Othir home bv non^rel ati ve 


' 28 5 

^y t y 




13 3 


53 R 




100,0 


8,315 


5. Nursery or pre- school/ 


88,1 


3,5 


2.4 


5,2 


0.9 


100.0 


1 ,947 


6, Day are center 1 


90.4 . 


1.1 


.3.8 


2.8 


1.8 


100.0 


952 


7. Cooperative program 


30,5 


'4,4 


20.6 . ' 


* 42.4 ' 


2J 


100.0 


525 


8. Before/after school program 


63,0 


9,5 


15.3 


10.2 


2.1 


: 100.0 


1,635 


9. Hiadstarf , \V 


97,5 


0.0 


* 0.0 


■ 0.5 ' 


2.0 


100,0 


121 
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*i$pH$i in thousands, , 

**?or frequencies, BGflpU 
iiepsition anf otter 

on pages M * iv-75. 



TABLE IV- 11.* 



CHILDREN RECEIVING LICENSED CARE ; 
DAY CARE CENTER 



Response . 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Licensed 


820 


97,1 


Unl Icensed 


24 


2,9 


TOTAL 


845 


100,0 


SOURCE r Question 8 


* Reported in thousands 



BASE: Children receiving 
care In day care 
center 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 177 

Did not apply 1 9,200 

Non-response 20 

TOTAL 9,397 



Z% 



114 
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TABLE IV- 12 



CHILDREN RECEIVING LICENSED CARE; 
NURSERY OR PRE-SCHOOL 



Response 


r ro j Be ueu 




Children* 


'Percent 


Licensed 


1,595 


86,0 


Unlicensed 


.260 


14,0 


TOTAL 


1 ,855 ' 


100,0 



SOURCE: Question 8 

BASE: Children receiving 
care in nursery or 
pre-school 



*H&port&d in" thousands 



4% 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers / 320 

Did not apply 9,049 

Non-response 28 

TOTAL 9,397 



lio 



It should be underscored* however/that about one in ten eligible respondents 
either did not knew whether the, facility was licensed or refused to answer the 
question, thus presenting a relatively high probability for bias in the estimate 

By contrast, M other home by non- relative" care is seldom (10, 3%) 
licensed. (Keep in mind* once again, that a high proportion, of the responses 
represent informal babysitting arrangements (Table IV-13). Just under 10% 
of the eligible sample space is item non-response. 

Summer Care 

To round oiit our overall picture of child care, respondents were 
asked whaf iptecial care arrangements they made during the summer months 
when school is out and occupational vacations are usually taken. The results 
from this question are summarized by Table IV-14 and sample dispositions by 
applicable age groupings are presented as Tables IV-15 through XV-18 4 



J: 
|l 

i! -• - 

i ■ s x 

i 

- IV - 18 

■ 



TABLE IV-13 



.CHILDREN •• RECEIVING LICENSED CARE 
' OTHER HOME bY NON-RELATIVE 



4 


Response 


ri U J LcU 

Children* 


Percent 




Licensed 


777 


10,3 


\ " \ 


Unlicensed 


6,755 


89,7 


J a 

\ - 


TOTAL 


7,532 


1,00,0 



SOURCE: Question 8 

BASE: Children receiving care 
in other home by non- 
,■ relative 



^Reported in tJwusanda 



* 1 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 


Valid answers - u 


1,241 


Did not. apply 


8,028 


Non-response 


130 


" ... TOTAL 


9,397 



IV- 1Q 



ERIC 
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TABLE IV- 14 
USE OF SUMMER CHILD CARE* 



Type 


Age Group 


0»2 fa 


.3-5 


f 6-9 ; 10-13' 


i 


No special summer care (same as rest of year) 


40.3% 


41.2% 


35,21 


I 28 . 0% 


2, 


Summer camp program. 


0.1 


2,3 


7,7 


13,4 


3. 


Community recreation program, swimming pool , 
or supervised playground \ 


0.3 


3,4 


11.3 


■ 14.2. 


4, 


Summer school ' . 


>0.0' 


1.2 


5.8 


: 7.2 

[ 


£ 


rUQiiG sLiiuy I qllivi lies pruyrdJU 


0-0 


0.3 ' 


1 7 


i 

! 2 7 




Scnu c n l i y to jtay wi tn relatives 


7.1 


10.7 *: 


1 u , / 


•• 

* IU,D 


7. 


Relative comes to stay with child 


6.0 


5,3 


3,8 


3.6 


8» 


i » s i y iiu w i yi ii itiiy he? twiiEa tin i u \ i lit ■ u!*c5 f j «ei 

unrelated child who is on sunnier vacation) 


7,3 


10,0 


9 1 
j * i 


5 5 


9, 


Cared' for by older brother or sister who is on 
summer vacation / 


2,0 


3.1 


6.7 


9.3 


10. 


Nursery or day care program (sunnier only) 


0,8 


- 4.6 


1.9 


0.4 


=11. 


Other 


3,9 


2,4 


2.9 


2.1 


12, 


No child cart used durlr.j the summer 


39,7 


27,7 


■ 24.8 


26,6 




. TOTAL .- 


100,0% 


100,0% 


100,01 


100.0% 



: - *For frequencies * sample disposition 

SOURCE : Question 5 ■ ' and other information, see tables '-. 

on the following paged - 

BASE: .Households with at least 
one child in the 
respective age group 



IV-20 



118 



TABLE, IV-15 
USE OF SUMMER CHILD CARE: CHILDREN 0-2 



Type 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


1. 


No special summer care (same "as rest of year) ' 


2 5 906 


. . 40.3 


2, 


Summer camp program 


6 


, 0.1 


3, 


Community recreation program, swimming pool > 
or supervised playground 


21 


0.3 A 


■ 4. 


Summer- school 


30 


0,0 


5. 


Public school activities program 


0 


0.0 

" , • ..v • ' ■'. ' 


6. 


Send child to stay with relatives . 


\ 509 


7 . 1 


7. 


Relative comes to stay with child 


433 


6.0 


8, 


Neighbor or friend watches child (includes older 
urn t id ted child who is on sunder vacation) 


; 526 


7.3 


9. 


Cared for 6y older brothel or sister who is on 
summer vacation 


141 


2.0 • " 


lu. 


Nursery or day, care program (summer only) 


57 

r - 


0.8 


1.1*.. 


Other • . ; , , .* ■ 


280 


3.9 


,12. 


No child care used during the summer 


2 L 864 ■ , 


39.7 ' 




■ ' TOTAL 


'7,217 


' 100.0 



SOURCE : question 6 

BASE: Households with at least 
one child 0-2 



"RBpovted in thoueande 




20% 



IV- 2 J 
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Unweighted Sam ple Disposition 

§ Multiple Number of / % Valid 
Answers Respondents Answers 



1 


1,300 


94.8 


2 


51 


3.7 


3 


18 


1.3 


4 


2 


0.1 


Valid answers 


1 ,371 


100.0 


Did not apply 


3.238 




TOTAL 


4,609 







" - \ TABLE IV^16 , 




** 




US| OF SUMMER CHILD CARE: CHILDREN 5 


3-5 




Type 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


, 1. 


No special sumner care (same as rest of year) 


3,838 


41.2 




Summer camp program 

<* 


215 


2.3 




Comtiunity recreation programs swirrming pool , 
or supervised playground 


320 


3^.4 . 


4, 
5, 


Summer school 

Public school activities program 


' 112 
29 


1 .2 
0.3 


6. 


Send child to stay with relatives 


992 


• 10.7 


; 7. 


Relative comes to stay with child 


491 


5.3 


8, 


• ' ' v * ' ". " - ■ ■ 1 ■ 
Neighbor or. friend watches child (includes older 
unrelated child who is on ^summer vacation) v 


931 


10.0 


9. 


Cared for by; older brother or sister who i s on 
sumner vacation 


.' 290 


3.1 


10, 


Nursery or day care program (summer only) 


426 


. . 4.6 


11. 


Other " 


. "227 


2.4 


12. 


No child cart used during the summer 


2,576 


27.7 




\ TOTAL 


9,30? 


loo. b 



SOURCE: Question 6 . .. 

, i . * . * 

BASE*: Households with at least 
one child. 3-5 



*Bmp0Fimd in thousands 




3B% 



120 

IV-22 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



# Multiple Number of X Valid 
Answers -Respondents Answers 



1 tf" 


1 ,645 


91.5 


2 


115 ■ , 


■" 6,4 


3 


30 


1.7 


4 


4 


0.2 


5 


4 


0.2 



Valid Answers 1 ,798 - 
Did not apply 2,811 

TOTAL. 4,609- 



100.0 



TABLE IV-17 
USE OF SUMMER CHILD CARE: CHILDREN 6-9 " 



■ ■ " f Type! 


Projected 
Households*' v 


Percent 




No special sunmnr careg(soine as rest of year) 


1 RfiQ 


35*2 


2, 


Sunime.rt camp program , , 


052 


7.7 


J #. 


CoiTViiun l ty recrui 1 tion pr ogrcHi? , swinrning pool j 


1,233 


n .3 . 




Or supervised pi ay. i round' 






A 

M , 


-Summer school » 


640 , 






Public school activities program 


s 

h 190 












6, 


Sond eh fid to stay with relatives 


1 ,180 


10,7 


7, 


Relative comas to v stay with child 


416 


. ' 3,8 


8. 


Noif]hi'ur or friend watches child (includes older 


99 r i , 


9.1. 




unrnUtcc! child who is on sunnier vacation) 






9. 


Cared for by older brother or sister who is on 


739 


.6.7 




suntii'rr vacation 






10. 


Nursery of day care program (summer only) 


211 




n . 


Other * r . 


322 . x 


2,9 ■ 


12, 


No child care used during the summer 


2J2B 


24,8 




* * \ ; TOTAL 


10,991 


100,0 fl 




.. .- - ., \ . 




- - •• ' 



SOURCE; Question G 

BASE ; Households Mrtth at least 
• one child 6-9 * 



^Reported in thousatvda- 



* # Multiple Number of % .Valid 
Answers -Respondents * Answers 




Unweighted Sampl e Dispssitian 



1 


1,030 


86,6 s 


2 


193 ■ 


9,3 


3 


59 


2,8 


4 


10 


0,1 


5 


t 


0,3 


6 


1 


0.0 i. 


7 " 


1 


-JLP - 



Valid answers 2,122 
Did not apply ? ,UM 

TOTAL ' ,4,609 



100.0 



- ' IV r 23 
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TABLE IV-18 
USE OF SUMMER CHILD CARE: CHILDREN 10-13 



Type 


r ! UJ cl- UtAi 

Households* 


Percent 


i . 


No special sunnier care (same as rest of year) 






n 

<~ , 


Summer camp program 


1 ,439 


13,4 


! 3, 


Community recreation program, sv/i rrrni ng pool , 
or supervised playground 


1,521 


14.2 


4 . 


Summer school 


772 


7.2 


□ . 


HUDiic scnooi activities program 


290 


2.7 


D * 


5enc cniiu uo stay wiLn reiaLives 


1 s l do 


in c 

1 u * b 


|- 7. 


Relative comes to stay with child 


job 




8. 


Neighbor or friend watches child (includes older 
unrelated child who is on sunnier vacation) 


592 


5.5 


9. 


Cared for by older brother or sister who is on 
sunnier Vacation 


994 


9.3 


' 10. 


Nursery* or day care program (summer only) 


43 


0.4 


■ n. 


Other ' * •" 


230 


2.1 


1 12, 


No chil d care used during, the summer 


2,856 


26.6 




TOTAL 

J 


10,731 


100.0 



SOURCE:. Question 6 

| 

BASE : Households with at least 
one child 10-13 



^Reported in thousands 




44 c « 



IV424 



Unweighted Sample Dis 


position 


# Multiple • Number of 


% Valid 


Answers Respondents 


Answers 


1 1 ;734 


83,8 


2 214 


10,3 


3 83 


4,0 


4 26 


1.3 


1 - 5 12 


0.6 






Valid answers 2,070 


100.0 


Did not apply 2,539 




TOTAL 4,609 





SECTION IV APPENDIX 



.SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 



123 



ERIC 



TABLE IV-19 



ALL METHODS OF CARE BY POVERTY STATUS"" 
(Households reported in thousands including multiple answers) 



TYPE Or CARE 



tV'i I;'-"'-: f V relative 

C.vtn ny,-^ by non-p'ulatiV'i 
tureen t 



re by relative 



N-.r.Li 



I 



jvm -i-nr. 

□ ^"0'" h.Jnit* b/ i:Oi. • ?*e 1 . a t i VC 

",'umDer 
Percent 

i Nursery Of pl't;- f?C hOol 

! fi\ifiiber 

P e f "C e n t 

I ua ^ '.ire center 
Number 
percent 

j Cooperative program 
Number 
Percent,, 

Co fori*/ i f ter srhool program 
Number 
Percent 

Hejdstart 
Number 
Percent 

Ovn home by spouse 
(lumber 
Percent 

0>,ler &ibl ing 
dumber 
Pereen t 

S lay's by $ei f 

Percent 

^ o I f jr.fj younger sibling 
flumber 
Percent 

Public or private school 
Number 
Percent 

Pirf»nt at -work 

Percent 



ALL M FT HODS 

Number 
Percent 



'Prb'jL'c'"'-^"" >' -^TnT' 
liouLwhnlds j*" 



1 1 . n 



Poverty to 
JJOOt Poverty 
fro Jo c t ptf reen t * 
households of fiase 



-~" Tiver^SuT" "1 

Poverty 
"Projec t etT T'ercent 
Households of Base. 



_ TOTAL 

"Tvo'.irc ted Percent" 
Households of Base 



380 14,01 
6.2% 



Hi 5.735 

9. L"i 



137 5,4* 
20- 'J* 



1 0,1% 
0.61 



60 2,3% 
6.2% 



SI 2,01 
53.31 



66/ 25.9* 
6.41 



1 ,156 45,01 



372 14.5* 
11.11 



349 13.6* 
19. 7% 



760 29.51 

15,01 



42 |. 71 

10,41 



2,572 100,0% 
13.21 



1 ,310 in. \% 



ht)j .19.1* 
17.51 



,91/ 41.21 



957 20,61 
20.61 



191 4.11 
12, IS 



10; 2.31 
16.31 



40 0,9% 
13.4% 



185 4.01 

19,31 



32 0 S 71 
33.6% 



2,301 49,41 

22, H 



1 .450 31,11 
24,21 



661 14,2% 
19,7% 



383 8,21 
21, SI 



1.185 25.5% 
23,5% 



121 2.7% 
30.6% 

4,657. 100,0% 

23, 9% 



3.230 
62,7% 



j,962 
78.01 



4.373 



.6% 



3 ,31 1 

71 .31 



1 ,237 
78,6% 



413 

62,7% 



261 
86.01 



714 
74,51 



12 

13,01 



7*458 
71.51 



3 P 380 
56,51 



69.2% 



1 ,046 

58.81 



3,104 

61 .51 



241 

58.9% 



12,259 
62,9% 



?6,4_I 



27.11 



10, 15 



5,81 



0.1% 



60.81 



27,61 



18.91 



8.51 



25,3! 



2.01 



100,01 



.155 
100.01 



5,082 
100,0% 



6 ,981 
100.01 



4,651 
100.01 



1,574 
100.0! 



659 
100.01 



304 

100.0% 



960 

100,01 



96 
100, OS 



10,427 
100,01 



5,987 
100,01 



3,356 
100,01 



1,778 
100.01 



5,049 

too. 9* 



26,51 



26.1% 



35,8! 



23,9% 



8,1! 



3.4S 



1,6! 



4.9! 



0,51 



53.51 



30,71 



17,23 



9.11 



25.9? 



409 " , 
100,01 * f 



2,11 



19,488 100.01 
100,01 



^Includes households, 
an hour per week, 



averaging less than 
IV-25 



1.24 



TABLE IV-RG 

ALL METHODS Or CARE BY SUMMARY MARITAL/ EMPLOYMENT STATUS* 
(Households reported in thousands including multiple answers) 



TYPF. Or CARE 



! 



Projucif'd "f'iTc^nt' 
\ log sc.- hn hi of Pa 56 



HARRIED' 



Own 'iu;rt? by relative 
Nu~b»*r 

Owfj fM'.e by non->r>,*1 atl ve 
'O'M. »' h.jmo by relative 

- ,Il 'Mit 

I 

Qfhfi- >:i>:iiO by nofl-rel at i ve 

i ; .1 r..*nt • 

i 

i 

Nijt*v"V or pre- school 
, \ V'ber 
' fVruont 

! iloy. tti re con ter 

Percent 

' !':,:.. f . r .1 Hve program ., 

! Nu'-ter 

i Percent • 

1 Btffoi "-f/J f ter school program 

I Number 

I Pt?rcont 
1 

Heads tart 
1 Nmfber 
; Percent 

! Own f.i.:irf? by spouse 
' My ;iber 
j Percent 
1 

Older sibling 



1 .457 

26.1)1 



,001 
26.0% 



563 
31.9% 



322 
46.1% 



44 

13,0% 



328 
30,5% 



8 

7,8% 



I 



[Juf ber * y 
Percent 

Stdys by Self 

Percent 



Self ir.fj younger sibling 
Mi ifr.bcr 
Percent 

Public or private school 
f lumber 
Forcont 

Par or;?, at work 
Number 

ALL METHODS 
Numb or 
Peretnt 



2.Z!I 



32. 9% 



l t 4i 



7 

8,8% 



0 

S3, 51 



1 ,84c 



33 

74,6% 



19. It 



21 . 7% 



..... j^O ^jO.uyH 
PKrjrc Li"rl P(?ft'»7e 
HQijseh"Mi of Base 



3,178 30,4% 



38. AX p 



8.4s 



4.8% 



0.7% 



4,9% 



0.1% 



3.963 59.1% 
134.7% 



33,0? 



22.21 



11,2% 



6.711 100.0* 
30|8% 



2,2fib 
44,21 



91 9 
52.0% 



148 
21 ,31 



82.4% 



534 
49,6% 



46 

44.3% 



3,457 
51.41 



951 
48,0% 



73 

16.52 



_<i jHARRiju __ 1 

~'hr>pl 17 rd ' "•; ~ Nor L 1 npl o y qd__ j 
T I'rojcctf fi h»r~cen t 
Huu^ehol'Js of V. 1 ■ c 



+ s 1 P^yen^ _ 

P r g j c r c t eTi T ifr ~i e n t 
Households of fUse 



29.8% I 4,524 39,6% 
58 . / t 



9.1S 



1.3% 



2,51 



4.71 



0,4% 



7 ,401 64,8% 
64,8% 



30. Ji 



1,766 15.5% 
46,1% 



0,3% 



2,751 24,11 
48,3% 



0,6% 



,11,423 100,01 
52.41 



493 25.0% 
8,6% 



4)8 



60 1 
11,7% 



162 
23, 2% 



9 

2,7% 



151 
14,0% 



14 

13.5% 



28 
0,3% 



498 
7.4% 



333 
8,71 



122 
6,3% 



521 
9. )% 



33 
7.6% 



>1 .2% 



653 33.? I 

8.5X 



30.5* 



159 8.1% 
9,0% 



8.2% 



0.5% 



7,7% 



0,7% 



1.5% 



25,31 



16.9% 



6,2% 



.5% 



1.7% 



,970 100,0% 
9,0% 



09 

0,8?. 



4.0% 



124 
7,1% 



65 
9.31 



.9% 



62 
5,8! 



36 

34,4% 



23 
0,2% 



556 
8,3% 



242 
6.3% 



125 
6.4% 



5 

1.23 



30. ni 



13,3% 



b22 30.01 
6.8% 



293 17.3% 
5.7% 



. TOTAL 4? 

^PnJjected" Forcon'f 
Households of Base 



7.4% 



3.8% 



0.1% 



.1,7% 



2,1% 



32,8% 



14,3% 



7.4% 



,762 

100.0% 



5,608 
100,0% 



7,701 

100,0% 



1 ,768 
100,0% 



697 

100.0* 



339 

100,0% 



1,077 
100,0% 



104 

100,0% 



11*416% 
100,0% 



6,727 
100.0% 



386 34 . 5 * 

10. 3% 



0.3% 



1 .097 100 0% 
7,8% 



1 ,950 

100,0% 



443 

100.0% 



26.4% 



35,3% 



5,129 23,5% 
100.0% 



8,1* 



3,2% 



1.6% 



4,9% 



0,5% 



52:4* 



30,9% 



3,829 1 7.6% 

100,0% 



8.9% 



5,700 26,1% 
100,0% 



2,0% 



21,801 100.0% 
100,0% 



^Includes households averaging less than 
an hour per week* 
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TABLE IV-21 



ALL METHODS- OF CARE BY RACE/ETHNICITY* 
(Households reported in thousands Including multiple answers) 











"RACf/ElHNlClTy 








TOTAL 


TYPE Of CARE 


While 








n 


other t 


Projected Percent 
Households of Miise 


Projected 
Households 


Percent 


Projected 
Households 


Percent 
of Base 


^Projected - Percent 
Households of Dase 


PrQ/j £C ted 
HoniMicjlds 


Percent 

of n 3fe 


Own home by rt'lative 
Number 
Percent 


4,680 
fll.OX 


i 

27.81 


10.5S 


20,51 


4.7% 


23.93 


222 
3.8% 


22.9% 


5,779 
100,01 


26,4% 


Owr. homo by r.nn-pqldtlvC 
Number 
Percent 


5,201 
92,41 


30,9% 


210 
3.7% . 


?,li 


102 
1 .8% 


9; IX 


117 
2,1% 


12,1% 


100, 0% 


25,7% 


Uthur howv. by relative 
•Wnsber 
Percent 


6,300 
81 . 9% 


37. 5% 


891 
11.6% 


30,1% 


342 
4.4i 


30.5% 


163 
2,1% 


16.8% 


7,705 
100,0% 


35.2% 


Other home by noiwelative 
* Number 
Percent 


4,333 " 


25.71 


479 

9.3% 


16,2% 


130 
2,5* 


11 ,61 


193 

3.a% 


19,9% 


5,136 

100,0^ 


23,5% 


Nursery or preschool 
Number 
Percent 


1,399 
79-1% 


8,3% 


210 
11,9% 


7.1% 


35 
2.0% 


3,11 


123 

7,0% 


12,7% 


1 .767 
100,0% 


8,1% 


Day care center 
Number 
Percent 


437 
62.7% 


2.6% 


22,7% 


5.4* 


38 
5,5% 


3.4% 


63 

9,1% 


6,1% 


697 

100,0% 


3.2% 


Cooperative program 
Number 
Percent 


282 
83,2* 


1.7% 


16 

4,8% 


0,6% 


13 

3,9% 


1,2% 


27 

8,1% 


2.8% 


339 

100,0* 


1.5% 


Before/after school Program 
Number 
Percent 


927 
86.1% 


5.5% 


76 

7,1% 


2,61 


34 
3.2% 


3.1% 


19 

3,6% 


4,0% 


1 .077 
100,0% 


4,9% 


Hea s dstart 
Number 
Percent 


48 

46,2% 


0.3% 


38 

36,9% 


1.3* 


13 

* 12,5% 


1.2% 


4 

4.3% 


0,1% 


104 

100,0% 


0,5% 


Own home by spouse 
Number J 
Percent 


9.722 
84.8% 


57,8% 


807 
7.0% 


27,31 


481 
4,2% 


42,8% 


449 

3,1% 


46.2% 


11 ,<60 
100,0% 


52.41 


Older sibling 
Number 
Percent 


5,114 

75.6'£ 


30,4% 


908 
13.4% 


30,7* 


398 
13% 


35,4% 


347 
5,1% 


35.8% 


6,770 
100,0% 


30.9% 


Stay* by self 
Nu her 
Percent 


3,189 
83.3% 


19,0% 


448 
1 1 . f% 


11,21 


* 129 
3,4% 


11.5% 


13 
1,7% 


6,6% 


3.830 
100.0% 


17.5% 


Self and younger glblloQ 
Number 
Percent 


1,467 
75,3% 


8,7% 


249 
12.8% 


8.4% 


103 
1,3% 


9.2% 


130 
6,7% 


13T,4% 


1.950 
.100,0% 


8.9% 


Public or private school 
Number 
Percent 


4,287 
75.1% 


25.5% 


888 
15*S% 


30.0* 


245 
4*3% 


21,8% 


284 
5,0% 


29.3% 


§.705 
100,0% 


26,1% 


Parent at work 
Number 
Percent 


381 
87.0% 


2,3% 


II 

6.7% 


1.0* 


21 

4,9% 


1,9% 


i 

1.4% 


0.6% 


443 
100.0% 


2,0% 


ALL METHODS 
Number 
Percent 


16,830 
76=9% 


100, 0%' 


2,960 
13.5% 


100.0* 


1.125 
5.1% 


100,0% 


971 
4*4% 


100,0% 


21 ,886 
100.0% 


100,0% 



♦Includes leaseholds averaging less than 
an hour per week. 
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TABLE IV -22 



MAIN METHOD- OF CARE BY POVERTY STATUS* 
(Households reported in thousands) 









• INlOKe 










" i 




TYPE OF CARE 


Below poverty 


~] Poverty to 4 
200% Poverty 


Over 200* 
Poverty 


TOTAL 






Pro jec ted 
Households 


Percent 


Projected 
Households 


Percent 


Projected 
Households 


Percent 


Pro jet ted " 
HouM'hnlds 


Percent 




Own home by relative 
Number 
Percent 


• 473 


30, 4% 


849 
27,4% 


26 . 0% 


1,772 
57. 3X 


19,1% 


3,094 






'Own home by non^ relative 
Number 
Percent 


150 
5,3% 


9,7% 


493 
17.4% 


15.1% 


2,186 
77,2% 


23*6% 


2.830 
100,0% 


I 

20, 1^ | 
1 




Other home by relative 
Number 
Percent 


428 
11.42 


27.5% 


1 ,098 
29.3% 


33.6* 


2,228 
59,3% 


.'4.1% 


3,75b 
100.0% 


26. 7% 




Other homo by non= relative 
Number 
Percent 


207 
9,31 


13,3% 


441 
19,8% 


13,5% 


1,587 
71 ,0% 


17.1% 


2,236 
100,0% 


15,9. 




Nursery or pre-sehool 
Number 
Percent 


50 
7,6% 


3,8% 


85 

11,1% 


2,61 


621 
81,2% 


6,7% 


765 

100,0% 


5.4% 


- 


Day care center 
Number 
Percent 


118 


7,6% 


90 

17.5% 


2,8% , 


309 
59,6% 


3,3% 


518 ' 
100,0% 


3,7? 




Cpoperative program 
Number 
Percent - 


0 

0.0% 


0,0% 


16 

12,2% 


0,5% 


122 
87,9% 


1,3% 


139 

100.0% 


i 

1.0% ! 




Before/after school program 
Number 
Percent 


41 

14.4% 


2.7% 


,44 
15,1% 


1.3% • 


204 
70.5% 


2,2% 


290 

100,0% 


2,1% 




Head start 
Number 
Percent 


41 

64,41 


2,7% 


20 

31.4% 


0,6% 


2 

4,2% 


0.0% 


64 

100,0% 


0,5% 




(fcyn home by, spouse 
Number 
Percent 


12 

S.4% , 


0,8% 


§7 

24.9% 


1,8% 


161 
69.6% 


1.7% 


231 

100.0% 


1 .6% 




Older sibling 
-Number 
Percent 


20 

16.5% 


1,3% 


57 

45,7% 


1 ,8% 


47 

37.8% 


0,5% 


125 

100,0% 


0,9% 




Stays by self 
Number 
Percent 


0 

0,0% 


0.02 


3 

100.0% 


0,1% 


0 

0,0% 


0,0% 


3 

100.0% 


0,0% 




Self and younger sibling 
Number 
Percent. 


0 

0.0% 


0,0% 


9 

55.4% 


0.3% 


7 

44, c 


0,1% 


16 
100,0% 


0, 1% 




Public or private school 
Number 
Percent 


1 

23.5% 




0 

0.0% 


0,0% 


6 

76,5% 


0,1% 


8 

100,0% 


0,1% 




Parent at work ^ 
Number 
Percent 


0 

G.QI 


0,0$ 


0 

0.01 


0,0% 


5 

100,0% 


0,1% 


5 

ioq,o% / 


0,0^ 




ALL METHODS 
Number "' 
Percent 


1.554 
1KG% 


100,01 


3,268 100,0% 
13.2$ 


9,264 
65.8% 


100,0% 


14,086 
100,0% 


100.0% 



♦Question was asked only of respondents 
using first nine methods. 
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TABLE IV-23 



MAIN METHOD OF CARE BY SUMMARY MARITAL/ EMPKOYMf: NT STATUS* 
{Households reported in thousands) 



TYPE OF CARE 



Own home by reja tlvfc 
Number 
Percent 

Own hnme by nan- relative 
Number 
Percent 

Other homP by relative 
Number 
Percent 

. Ut.hu r home by non- relative 
Nun.be r 
Percent 

Nursery or pre- school 
Number 
Percent 

Jay care center 
Number 
Percent 

Cooperative program 
Number 
Percent 

Before/after school program 
Number 

Percent # ». 

Heads tart 
Number 
Percent 

Own home by spouse 
Number 
Percent 

Older "sibling 
Number 
Percent 

Stays by self 
Number 
Percent 

Self and younger sibling 
Number 
Percent 

Public Or private school 
Number 
Percent 

Parent at work 
Number 

Percent 

ALL METHODS 
Number 
Percent 



ARimn 

Lmployrd "__"__[ Hot V n-pT Oyejf 



Frojected" Percent jTrojected Percent 
Households of Base ! Households of Base 



765 
22.41 



16.3% j 1.949 

57, Oi. 



786 16. H I l,9 f j. v 

24, yi i 63 



,145 
27. 



1.13 



46.91 



32? 
36. 9X 



270 
49.1% 



5 

4.2% 



96 

31.4X 



24, 3;; ! 2.3.K 



.OS 1 777 
j 31.01 



6. Hi 



,7% 



0. IX 



z.-ox 



4 0. IX 



94 2, OX 

35. 4Z 



33 0.71 
ZZ. 4% 



0 0,0% 
0,0% 



0 0.0% 
0,01 



3 0,1% 

34,7% 



5 » 0,1% 
100,0% 



4,708 100,0% 
30.2% 



37B 
43,31 



16,1% 



126 
91 .OX 



145 
47,31 



24 

34,6% 



169 
63,8% 



79 

53.1% 



0 

0,0% 



16 

100.02 



2 

19.8% 



0 

0,0" 



24. K 



9.6^ 



4.7% 



1,1% 



Frojs'i-. li i p^rrei t i Projenec] Ptyrriiij 
Huu^i'hnld*. of im «• ! ^t^tt-hnUi*, of B.ise ' 

r " ~ " ~ t 



TOTAL 

P>< /• :U<? "Fir rci'M 
Households of He se. 



,6% 



1.8% 



0,3% 



1,1% 



1,0% 



0,0% 



0,2% 



0,0% 



0,0% 



B.M9 100,0% 
51 ,8% 



J31 
9, 



21 j 



7./? 



inn 
16. 



126 
14, 51 



139 
25.41 



4,81 



35 

1 1 ,41 



7 

10,21 



0 

0,01 



25 

17,2% 



0 

0,0% 



0 

0,0% 



26,7 3 



ZQ.5T | 37? 

1 r. . :■ 



15.71 



7.81 



8.7* 



0.4% 



2.2% 



0.43 



0,0% 



1,6% 



0,0% 



0,01 



1,617 100,0% 
10,4% 



3 S\ 

a, ox 



H4 



45 
b.ZX 



51 
9.3% 



0 

0,01 



30 

10,0% 



35 

49,6% 



2 

0. 8% 



11 

7,4% 



3 

100,0% 



0 

0,0% 



1 

18,8% 



0 

0,0% 



31 .3* 



.V.8% 



3,8% 



4,3% 



0,0% 



2,6% 



3,0% 



0,2% 



0,9% 



0,3% 



0.0% 



0,2% 



0,0% 



1,169 100,0% 
7,6% 



j,417 
100.0% 



3,153 
100.Q 5 ? 



4,1 J2 
ICO.0% 



2.L07 
100,0% 



873 

100.0% 



550 

100,02 



139 

100,0% 



307 

100,0% 



70 
100,0% 



266 

. 100,0% 



149 

100,0% 



3 

100,0% 



16 

100,0% 



10 
100.0% 



100,0% 



21 ,9% 



?0,2% 



26,5% 



10,1% 



5,6% 



3.5'; 



0.9% 



2,Q*J 



0,4% 



1.7% 



1 . 01. 



0,0% 



0.1% 



Q.lf 



o.or- 



1D S 603 100.0* 
100,0% 



^Question was asked only of respondents 
using first nine methods. 



IV-29 



9 

ERLC 



TABLE IV-24 



MAIN METHOD OF CARE BY RACE/ETHNICITY* 
(Households reported In thousands) 



TYPE OF CARE 



Projected Percent ' Projected Percent 
Households, of Base ; Households of Base 



Own home by relative 
Number 
Percent 

1 Own horse by non-rcl at 1 ve 
I Number 
| Percent 

Other home by relative 
; Number 

Percent 

Other home by non- relative 
Number 
Percent 

Nursery or pre-sehool 
. Number 
; Percent 



; Day care center 
i Number 
I Percent 

! Coopera kl ve program 
Number 
Percent 

lefore/after school program 

Number 
Percent 

Headstart 
Number 
Percent 

Own home by spouse 
Number 
Percent 

Older sibling 
Number 
Percent 

Stays by self 
Number 
Percent 

Self and younger sibling 
Number 
Percent 

Public or private school 
Number 
Percent 

Parent at work 
Number 
Percent 

ALL METHODS 
Number 
Percent 



2.5S6 20,8% 

75. ?% 



2,939 23.6% 
92. 6% 



3,195 25.7% 
77.2% 



,977 * 
78,7% 



626 
71,8% 



325 
59.1% 



112 
80,6% 



245 
79,8% 



38 
54,4% 



234 
88.1% 



136 
91.31 



3 

100,0% 



16 

100,01 



0 

0*01 



5 

100.0% 



15,91 



5.0% 



2.6% 



0.-9% 



2.01 



0,3% 



1.9% 



1.1% 



0.0% 



0.1% 



0.0% 



0.0% 



,444 100,0% 
79.6% 



453 
13,3% 



117 

3.7% 



104 
21.2% 



129 

23.51 



6 

4,4% 



41 

13,6% 



24 

34.3% 



10 

4,1% 



11 

7.8% 



0 

6. OX 



0 

0.0% 



10 
100.0% 



0 

0.0% 



23.3* 



6.0% 



613 31,6% 
14.0% 



340 17.52 

13.6: 



Spanish 1 ~ { _lV_jjtftj 



Proj ecud Percent 
.House ho Ids of Base 



9.5% 



6,7% 



0.3% 



2,2% 



1.3% 



0,61 



0,6% 



0.0% 



0,0% 



0.5% 



0.0% 



1.943 100.0% 
12.4% 



^Question was asked only of respondents 
using first nine methods. 



192 
5.6% 



29.4% 



54 8,4% 
1.7% 1 



251 
6,1% 



71 

2,81 



25 
3.0% 



32 

5.9X 



.3% 



13 

4.51 



4 

6,2% 



6 

2,6% 



0 

6.0% 



0 

0.0% 



0 

0.0% 



0^ 

0,0% 



0 

0.0% 



38,41 



10.9% 



4.0% 



4.9% 



0.3% 



2.1% 



0.71 



1.1% 



0,0% 



0.0% 



0,0% 



0.0% 



0,0% 



Projected Percent 
HouSG.holdi_of fiase 



655 100,0% 
.4.2% 



185 
5,4% 



64 
2,0% 



35 
4,1% 



63 

11,5% 



19 

13,7% 



6 

2.2% 



3 

5.1% 



14 

5.3% 



1 

0.9% 



0 

0,0% 



0 

0,0% 



0 

0.0% 



0 

0.0% 



31 ,3% 



10.9% 



75 12,7% 
1 ,8% 



123 20.8% 
4.9% 



6.0% 



10,7% 



3,2% 



1.1% 



0,6% 



E. 4% 



0,2% 



0,0% 



0,0% 



0,0% 



0.0% 



TOTAL 



Projected Percent 
Households of Base 



591 100,0% 
3.8% 



3,417 
100,0% 



3,176 
100.0% 



4,136 
100.0% 



2,513 
100.0% 



872 

100,0% 



550 

100,0% 



139 

100,0% 



307 

100.0% 



70 
100,0% 



266 

100,0% 



149 

100,0% 



3 

100.0% 



. 16 
100,0% 



10 

100,0% 



5 

tOO.0% 



21 .9% 



20,3% 



26.5% 



16,1% 



5,6% 



3,5% 



0,9% 



2,0% 



0,4% 



1,7% 



1.0% 



0,0% 



0,1% 



0,1% 



0,0% 



1S,633 100,0% 
100,0% 



rv-so 



129 
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TABLE IV-25 



CHILDREN USING AT LEAST ONE HOUR OF CARE PER WEEK 
BY METHOD AND HOUSEHOLD POVERTY STATUS 
(Includes multiple methods) 



TYPE OF CARE 


BELOW PDVF 


3TY LEVEL 


above poverty 
: lfss than 200% 


" ABOVE 


POVERTY' 


ALL LEVELS 


ProjL'.tod 
Children 


Percent 


Projected 
Chi ldren 


Percent 


Projected 
( h 1 1 dren 


Percent 


Pro jec ted 
Chi ldren 


Percent 


Own home by relative 

H U fTi b B F 

Percent 


14,3% 


1 J.Uo 


?.,4l) r z 
23.4% 


21.5$ 


4 , H r + b 

57,3% 




8,463 

100,0% 


19,8% 


Own home by non-relative 
Percent 


5.0% 


5.5a. 


l,75fi 


15. 7^. 


6 , 767 
75, 42 


2c , B% 


8.974 

- 100,01 


21,0% 


Other home by relative 
Number 
Percent 


1 ,240 
11.9? 


15,3% 


3,144 

30,2% 


28.2?: 


6,009 
57.8% 


25,6% 


10,393 

100.0% 


24.3% 


Other home by non-relative 
Number 
Percent 


561 


6.9% 


1,421 
21 .7% 


12.7% 


4,579 
69,8% 


19,5% 


6,561 
100,0% 


15,3% 


Nursery or pre-school 
Number 
Percent 


1 49 
8,6% 


1 .81 


221 
12.8% 


2.0% 


1 ,359 
70,6% 


5.8% 


1,728 
100,0% 


4,0% 


Day care center 
Number 
Percent 


248 
27,8% 


3.1% 


141 
15,9% 


1,3% 


503 
56,4% 


2,1% 


892 

100.0% 


2,11 


Cooperative program 

nurnu 

Percent"* 


2 

0.31 


0, 0% 


' 64 
13,0% 


0,6% 


426 
86.6% 


1 ,8% 


492 

100,0% 


] .2% 


Before/after school program 
Number 
Percent 


• 130 
9,3% 


1,61 


281 

20,12; 


2.5% 


986 
70,6% 


4.2% 


1 ,397 
100.0% 


3.3% 


Headstart 
Number 
Percent 


, 64 
58,3% 


0,8% 


37 

33,5% 


0.3% 


1 

9 

8,2% 


0,0% 


110 

100,0% 


0,3% 


ALL METHODS 
Number 
Percent 


■3,122 
13,0% 


38.5% 


5,999 
24,9% 


S3, 7% 


14,944 
62.1% 


63.6%. 


24 4 064 
100,0% ■ 


56.2% 


BASE NUMBER CHILDREN IN. U.S. 


8*094 


100,0% 


11,166 


100.0% 


23,482 


100,0% 


42,743 





TABLE IV-26 



CHILDREN USING AT LEAST (1 HOUR PER WEEK OF CARE BY 
METHOD BY RESPONDENT'S MAR ITAL/ EMPLOYMENT STATUS 
(Includes multiple methods) 



TvBr n C PS'ir 
ITPL Ur \Mi 






' [iOL 'Q! 






m 
"i 


iiu ~ ~ 


loved 


i 

TOTAL 




[Projcctrt 
'Children 


Percent 
Of Bm 


Tweeted" 
Cni idron 


PiTCClit 
3f tit 


| Reeled' 


of am 


; Proj.ctud Percent Projected Percent 
1 Chi Idren of Bmg 1 Children of Base 


Own home by relative 

Percent 


i 

mi 


15,31 


5,800 
61.CS 


21.75 


rut 

8,H 




1 


9J8 


18.31 


9,420 19.7! 
100,01 


Own hE>?,p by Ron'" relative 
Percent 


26.25 


20,2! 


: 

5, SCO 
lift 


22,3:; 


i 

1 7,31 




i 
i 


4.6! 


9.1H 


9,655 20.3!' 
100.0! 


Other honse by relative 
Percent 


2,709 


Z1.6* 


IM 

\ CO, 9% 

! 


25, el 


I . 7.6! 


£Si \} 




m 

7.6! 


16,71 


11,318 23,5; 
100.0! 


SLher hone by nan^rel a tlvt 
Percent 


i 

2. 207 


rut 


1 

im 


'l :; 


11.11 




i 


m 
ut 


7,5; 


7,353 14,71 
, "100,0! • 


1 

ifiynery or preschool 
\luFMr 
Percent 


603 


4.81 




3.7J 


10.lt 






\a 
Mi 


2,51 


1,921 i,or 

iOO.Gi 


Day cm cintir 
tober 
Percent 


Hi 

41.11 


3.11 


206 

n.n 


0,8! 


?7,8« 


7 M 




69 

1,41 


1.71 


m im 

130.01 


Cooperative program 
ftabff 
Percent 


73 


0.51 


u,n 


1,7! 


16 

3,0! 






4 

0,7? 


0.1! 


,100.0! 


Before/after school program 
Number 
Percent 


4S5 
23.81 


3.61 


863 
54,61 


3, a 


185 : 


5.4! 




73 

1,« 


1.5% 


1,561 3.3! 
100,0! 


Headitart 
Nuchtr 
Percent 


1 

Ml 


0,11 


39 

53.6? 


5.2? 1 


12 

13.01 


0,41 




42 


0.8S- 


121 0.J! 
100.0! 


ALL METHODS 

Hunter 
Prat 




N.41 


13.872 ■ 
13,81 


52.0! 


2,322 

u» 




2, 


US 


42.8! 


26,291 55.0! 
100.0! 


BASE NO. CHILDREN IK U.S. 


12.543 
, Z6.31 




W.69S- 
55.9! 




3.417 
7,21 




5, 


125 '. 
10.7* 


..i 


47.780 100,0! 
100,01 ' 



3 '* 



TABLE IV-27 



CHILDREN USING AT LEAST ONE. HOUR OF CARE PER WEEK 
BY METHOD AND RACE/ETHNICITY 
(Includes multiple methods) 







!.C'i=£ 


:, -v,;i!i 


1 
J 






i 








TYPE OF CARE 






i r 5k<; " " 


J r .'iii 


m 


i DTH 


ED 


_ W 


7*1, 


Prsjoct'd 

[Mldfen Pereont 


Cr.ildffi", htm 


Prcjcc" 
. Cjrldrj 




fProjec ted 
rcc-.'. Ch 1 1dfoti 




Projected 

I'M Idfpr 




Own te &y relative 
Number 
Percent 


Fie? 




1.1S1 15,6; 

!2.j'J 


559 




18.55 


m 

m 


14.8? 


m . 


19.7% 


fen ta by flOA-relative 
Percent 


8,873 
91.31 


25.8J 


! 

so< ui 

4,25 


153 

2. 


o; 


6.6? 


m 

Ul 


8.2! 


9,7!5 

IPO fl! 




Other home by relative 

Number 
. Percent 


a fl S5a 


26,0? 


1,453 l!.2S 
12.0S 


£53 
§, 


R 


21.62 


Hi 


Mi 


11,318 


IUI 


Other \m by no^relative - 
Number 
Percent 


5,352 
. 6Z.BI 


17.01 


692 S.lt 
1,81 


IBS 

z, 


6? 


6.U 


3)7 
4,81 


11,6? 


inn fit 


U., 71 


Nursery ar prtHcfioo] 
taber 
Percent 


1 .SCO 
72. IX 


Ml 




37 
1, 


S2, 


1,21 


7,11 




1.310 

100,0! 


i.oi 


Day care, center 
Kunber 
Percent 


5B , 4 .5 


\M 


157 1M 

nn 


s, 


51 


1.71 


1*7 

IS.4%- 


5.3! 
Y 


133 f CI 




Cooperative program 
Parent 


462 

Ml 


1,3; 


27 Ul 
5,11 . 


13 


55 


0,41 


3b 

6.7J 


1.2? 


§33 


US 


Before/after school proj/iis 
Percent 


1,371 
86.7S 


4,0! 


HI Ul 
7.0% 


3, 


3! 


1.0 


51 

Ul 


1 SI 


7 

I f J u ; 

103.51 


1 1" 

J* , 


Headstirt 
■NuiT-bfr 
Percent 


60 

' (9.71 


3,21 


43 0.6$ 
35,6! 


13 

3, 




0.31 


3 

, 5.?; 


0.3t 


121 

130,0* 




. ALL METHODS 
Percent 


20,453 
77,71 


S9.5X 


3,452 45,5'4 
13.1* 


1,253 

V. 


il 


42,75 


1,113 
■ 4.21 


33,41 


26,25; ' 
160.01 


55.01 ' 


BASE NUMiER CHllMlt U U.S. 


34,433 " 




7.S9C 


3,027 




_J 


2,912 




17,962 





TABLE IV-20 

CHILDREN USING AT LEAST ONE HOUR OF CARE PER WEEK 
BY TYPE OF CARE AND AGE s 
(Include! multiple methods) < 



Wt OF CARE 



of Child in Hm 



3 



Projected i Projected i Projected '* ^Projected' 



dren Percent iChlldren ..Percent; Children Percent jfliildren Percent Chiles percent 



i 

is 

£ 



fen hone by relative 
Number 
Percent 

Own home by noii-rihtive 
Number 
Percent 

Other hose by relative . 
fanner 
Percent 

Other home by non-relative 
Nutter 



Nursery or pre-schgol ■ 
Nuofcer 
Percent 

Day care center 
Number 
• Percent 

Cooperative program 
Number 
Percent 

Before/after school program 

Percent 

Httdttart 1 
tp.be r 
Percent 



METHODS . 
.Number 
Percent 

BASE MC* OF CHILDREN IN U, 



767 23.71 
8.11 ' 



527 16.31 
5,41 



833 25,71 
7.4! 



3a? 11,0! 

5,1! 



20 0.9! 

1,5* 



10 0,3! 



41 1.3! 
'" 7.6! 



0.0! 



3,01 



0 ' 0.0! 
0,0! 



1,589 45.1! 
6.01 

3.239 100.01. 



820 30.9! 
B.7! 



779 29.3! 
8,0! 



921 34.7! 
8.1! 



591 22.2! 

0 '« 



90 3.4! 

in 



4! 1,5! 
4.3! 



64 2.4! 
11,9! 



,0! 



.0! 



0,0! 



.0! 



i,88l) 70,8! 
7,1! « 

2,657 100,0! 



814 27.01 



992 31.01 
10,21 



,055 33.01 
9.3! 



785 24.6! 
■11.1! 



181 ' 5.75 
9.41 



83 2.8! 
9,2! 



78 2.4! 
14.3! 



0 O.OI 
0,0! ■ 



2 i 0.1! 
1,8! 



2,373 74.3! 
8,0! 

3.195 100,0% 



888 25.2! 
9.41 



,014 28.81 

10,41 ' 



1,096 31.21 
.9,71 



7« 21.1J 
10,5! • 



414 
21.6! 



113 3.21 

11.9! 



10! 2.91 
18.7! ! ■ 



0,01 



16 ,/ 9,5! 
12,9! 



2,453/ 69,81 
3! 



Projecte 



jected 



848 23.6! 
9,01 



1,045 29.11 
10.81 - 



1,167 '32,2! 
' 10,21 



712 19,81 
10.11 



62? 17,5! 
32.6i 



227 6.4S 
23.91 



17,5! 



2,61 



3,|17 100,01 



14 0,41 
0.9! 



31 0,91 
25,31 



2,621 73,0! 
' 9,9! 



3,588 100,0! 



1 



739 20.3! 

7,8! 



901 24.71 

9,3! 



1,048' 28,8! 
9.31 



648 17,81 
9.22 



480 13,2! 



m 4,6! 
17.8! 



IB 2.4! 
16,4! 



49 1.3! 
3.11 



37 1.0! 
30,5! 



2,408 66.5* 
'9,1! 

3,644 100,0! 



T 



Projictfl 



Children, Percent Children Peretnt 



M 22.3! 
8,3! 



889 25.3! 
9,1! ' 



916 26.01 
8.1! 



m- 18.31 

9,11 



72 2.0* 
3.7! 



ti 97 2. 



27 0,8! 
5.0! , i 



90 2.61 
5.7! 



29 0.81 
23,7! 



2.236 63,6! 
8,5! 

3,517 100,01 



ERIC 



TABLE IV-28 



CHILDREN USING AT LEAST ONE .HOUR OF CARE PER WEEK (continued) 
"BJT TYPE OF CARE AND AGE ■ 
1 (Includes multiple 



'Age of Child in Years 



1 ~ 



Frsjeetid Projected 
Children Percent Children Percent 



63? 18.31 



705 10,31 



787 22.61 
7.0% 



638 18.3! 

9. or 



in 



103. 3.0* 
10.31 



12 0.31 

2 « 



14S 4,21 
9.2% 



7 0.21 
.81 



1,944 55.9% 
Ml 



urn 100,01 



ERIC " 



Children Percent 



11 



Projected" Projected 
Children Percent Children Percent 



W 20.81 
7.5% 



740 21.81 
7.51 



738 23,51 
7.01 . 



469 13.81 
£.51 



7 0.21 
0.41 



34 1.01 
3.51 



9 

1.5 



TD-3% 



186 5.51 
11,71 



1,859 54.61 
7.1? 



3,403 



590 16.51. 
6.21 



638 17.81 
6.(1 



649 18.11 
5.71 



459 12.81 
6.51 



6 0.21 
0.31 



36 

3.71 



1.01 



10 0.31 
1.91 



m 6.3i 

1 14.21 . 



0.61 



1.772 49.51 



6.71 



3,578 



546 14.71 
5,81 



550 14.81 
5.71 



620 ' 16.71 
5.51 



357 9.61 
5.11 



I 0.11 
0..11 



22 0.61 
2.31 



3 0.11 

0.61 



148 4.01 
9.41 



0 0.01 
0.01 



1,534 '41.31 
5.81 

3,717 100,01 



475 11.81 
5.01 



508 12.61 

: 5.21 . 



567 . 14.11 
5,01 



349 8.71 
4,91 



0 0.01 

0.01 



11 0;31 
1.11 



10 0.21 
1,91 



225 5,61 
14,31 



0 0.01 
0.01 



1 ,539, 38.31 
5.81 

4,023 160.01 



2 ! 



13 



Projected 
Children Percent 



Projected 
Children Perce 



r,t Chi 1 



437 ' 11.51, 
4,61 



253 ■ 5.91 
2,71 



529 13,91 
4.7% 



208 5.51 
2.91 



,0 0.01 
0.01 



.01 



.01 



'3 ,0.11 
,0.51' 



259 6.81 
16,41 . 

. \ 

, o;oi 



1 ,184 31.11 
4.51 

3,808 100.01 



357 9.91 
3.8% 



158 4.71 
1.7% 



342 9. SI 
3,01 



106 2.91 

■ 1.5% 



0.01 



0 - 0,01 
0,01 1 



0,01 



0.01 



0.01 



241 6.71 
' 15,22 



0.01 



965 26.81 
* 3.7% 

3,600 100.01 



TOTAL 



Projacted . 
dren Percent 



9,460 , 19.71 



9,715 20.3% 

100,01 



11,318 23.6% 



'7,065 
100.0% < 



1,921 4.01 



950 2,01 
100,01 



533 1,11 



.01 



1,581 3.3% 
3.01 



121 0.3% 

3,01 



26,356 55,0% 
100.01 

47,963 100.01' 



TABLE IV-29 

MEAN LEVEL OF USAGE FOR CHILDREN USING AT LEAST ONE HOUR 
PER WEEK BY TYPE pF CARE AND HOUSEHOLD POVERTY STATUS 
(Includes multiple answers) 



i 

/ TYPE OF CARE . 


BELOW POVERTY 


POVERTY TO 
' 2001 POVERTY 


OVER 2001 
POVERTY 


ALL INCOME 
CLASSES 


Mean Projected 
jours Lnildren 


Mean Projected 
.Hours -Children 


Mean 
Hours 


Projected 
Children 


Mean ■ Projected 
Hours Children 


Own horns hi/ t^afiw 


It, 4 1,213 


9,0 2,405 


6.9 

V 


..4,845 


8.2' 8,4(3 


Own home by non-relative 


8,8 449 


9.4 T.758 


7.0 


6,767 


7.6 8,974 


. OthPf hOfnA hv FpIaHvo 


o,l 1,240 


9,9 3,144 


9,8 


6,009 


9.7 . 10,393 ■' 


Other homp hv non-rplati vp 


Q 7 cei 
?./ DO! 

i 


11.7 1 ,42] 


'11.7" 


4,579 


11.5 6,561 


nur5 c fj Of prB'SCrlQQI 


in 1 Ian 

19.1 '149 

33.2 248 


16.8 ' 221 ' 
26. 2 ■ 141 


17.9 

25 8 


1,359 


17 ,9 1,728 

i 

27,9 892 


Cooperative program 


33,0 2 


11.7 ' 64 


• 5.1. 


426 


6,1 492 


Before/after school program 


8.0 130 


5,2 ' 281 


5,4 


9B6 


5.6 1,397 


Headstart 


19.3 64 


25,8 37 


20,2 


9 


21.5 no 


ALL METHODS 


15,3 


16,1 5,999 " 


16,0 


14,944 


15.9 24,064' 1 



133 



TABLE IV-30 



MEAN LEVEL OF USAGE FOR CHILDREN USING AT LEAST ONE HOUR BY 
TYPE OF CARE AND RESPONDENT'S htARITAL/EMPLOYMENT STATUS 
(.Includes multiple answers)- 



TYPE OF CARE: 

1 y 

7 " 



Own home by relative 
Own home by non«relitive 
Other home by relative 
Other home by non=rt lati vt 
%. " Nurseiygr pre-school 
Day care center 
Cooperative program 
Sifore/after school program 



ALL METHODS 



mm 



Mean Projected 
Hours Children 



fiot'EnipIbved 



14,7 
12.8 
17,6 
17,3 
25.4 
28,9 
9,6 
5,2 
17,1 
24,5 



1,921 

2.530 
2,709 
2,907 
698 
391 
73 

m 
i 

7,703 



Mean Projected 
Hours Children 



4,2 5,800 

4.0 5,960 

5.6 6,893 

3,9 2,980 



9.8 
16.3 
5,0 
5.4 

22,5 



990 
206 
445 
863 
59 



8.6 13,372 



Employe) 



.HOT MARRIED 



^^^_ ^Qjj; p1 oyed1 , TOTAL 
w, Projictia Mean Projected 



Hours Children- 



24.2 

16.0 
19,3 
23,4 
38,6 
38.0 H 
35.1 
7.8 
29.0 
33,5 



762 
704 
■869 
786 
194 
265 
16 
185 
12 
2.522 



Hours Children 



938 
465 
855 
385 



10,7 
11.7 
8.5 
7.4 

13.5 128 
25,2 . 89 

18.6 , 4 
7.0 78 
18.0 42 
H.l 2,193 



Wan Project! 
Hours Children 



•8.6 ' 9,420 

7,5- 9,655 

9.7 11,318 

11.8 7,058 

17.9 1,921 
28,3 950 



6,6 
5.7 
21,3 



538 
1,581 
121 



16.1 25,355 



141 



142 



ERIC 



i 



TABLE JV-3| 

MEAN LEVEL OF USAGE FOR CHILDREhTuSING AT LEAST ONE HOUR 
OF CARE M WEEK By TYPE -OF CARE AND RACE/ETHNICITY 
(Includes multiple answers) 



TYPE OF CARF 


^ WHITE 

err -^"^iu- j...^> 


SPANISH 


BLACK 


3 

' SPANISH 


OTHER 


TOTAL 




r«Qii 
Hours 


rrojeciea 
Children 


Hean . 
Hours 


Projected 
Children 


Mean 
Hours 


JTojectei 
Children 


Mean Projectec 

tiuyrs lui lurEn 


Hean IrojecteT 
noun iniiurgn 


Own norne by relative 


6,6 


7,289 


15.'2 


1,181 . 


10.3 


559 


21.7 432 


13.5 §,461 


ft- • - L - - L i i ■ 

Own home by non-relative 


6.7 


8,873 


19,4 


, 404 


10.5 


199 


14.8 f 238 
9,3 244 


12.9 9,714 


Other home by relative 


8.3 


8.968 


16.0 


1,453 


15.1 


■ 653 


12.2 11,318 


Other home by non-relative 


10.5 


5,852 


18.2 


632 


19.4 


185 


17,7 337 ' 


16.5 7,066 


Nursery or pra-school 


16.0 


1,503 


31,0 


24? 


18,8 


37 


14,8 136 


20.2 , 1,120 


Day can center ; 


25,0 


55i 


32,9 


197 


30,5 


52 


il>l 1 14/ 


30,7 951 


Cooperative program 


5.5 


462 


8.9 


21 


28.8 


13 


11.1 35 


13,6 538 


Before/after school program 


5.0 


1,371 


9.5 


in 


13.0 


4? 


7.9 51 


8.9 1,580 


Hiidstirt 


20,6 


60 


23,2 


43 


21.6 


10 


15.6 8 


20.3 121 


ALL METHODS 


14.3 


20,490 


22.6 


3,452 


19.1 


1,293 


26,0 1,115 


20,5 26,354 ■ 



TABLE IV-32 

MEAN LEVEL OF USAGE FOR CHILDREN USING AT LEAST ONE HOUR 
PER WEEK BY TYPE OF CARE AND AGE 
. (Includes multiple mfthods) -. 















k 


ufMl 


i in Year 


i ■_ 














Wi Or CARE ■ 


uiisn i i 






4 .7 


1 


6 


1 




Mtirt 
ML 


Projected 
Children 


Hou pi 


Projected 
Children 


Heiii 
Honrs 


Projected 
Chijdren 


Ma Projected 
Hours Children 


Mean 
Hours 


Projected 
Children 


Mil 
Hours 


Projected 
Children 


1m 
Hauri 


Prejictad 
Children 


Mi 
Hours 


Projected 
Children 


0«n Mxe by relative 


?,4 


W 


5.2 


120 


10.8 


854 


7.8* 


188 


■7.5 


818 


7,1 


739 


.9.4 


.781 


1.9 


537; 


l& to by no^rtUtlvi 


7.2 


111 


5,1 


779 


M. 


992 


7-3 


l.OH 


i.i 


1,045 


6,4 


901 


. 9.6 


8@9 


7.4 


70S 


G:r.er m by relative 


13 


833 


8,5 


§21 


10,? 


1,055 


8,1 


1.09S 


1,8 


1,157 


10,4 


1,048 


10.0 


915 


18,8 


78?' 


Otr.sr" ho,^ by ^relative 


10.8 


35? 


11.5 


591 ' 


15,5 


785 


13.9 


?43 


12. 5 


712 


10,4 


648 


11,9 


'644 


11.1 


631 


fiurSiry or prt-schaol 


]li 


28 


13.9 


30 


26.? 


181 


18.0 


.414 ■ 


1M 


527 


17.1 


,480 


20,5 


72 


13,9 


14 




i.i 


11 


i?.r 


(1 


23,8 


as 


32,6 


113 


31,5 


22? 


30,4 


169 


34.3 


, 97 


31,7 


103 




8.3 


<1 


3.0 


54 


10.4 


78 


8,4 


101 


7,2 


94 


3.? 


§8 


4,4 


27 


3,8 


12 


lafOfiMfte? ichaal .program 


0.0 


0 


0,0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 ■ 


0 


3.4 


14 


7.8 


49 


4,0 


90 


4,8 


. 145 


HiJdstarK v 


0.0 


0 


0,0 


0 


3,8 


I 


27.4 


is 


20.3 


31 


19.3 


37 


24.6 


29 


U 


r 

7- 

it 


ALL IKH0DS 

- \ - i 


12.8 


1,119 


13.? 


1,880 


20,2 


2.373 


18.? ■ 


2,453 ; 


19.2 


2,621 


11,0 


2,401 : 


17,0 


2,236 


15.3 


1,944 















Aie of Child In fears 












TYK0FCME \ ■ 




B- 


— ? — 




10 


11 


12 


.. 13 


T0T4L 


. \ 


tan 
ML 


Frcjected 
Children 


Hours 


Projected 
Children 


pian 
Hours 


Projected 
Children 


Hem 
Hoyrs 


PrsjegW 
Children 


fitan 

Hours 


Projected 
Cnildrin 


Hem 

_ Hours. 


Projected 
Children 


Mean Trdjictii 
Hours 'Children ■ 


i- — - - v- 
Oma tow by rslatwt \ 


12,1 


709 


8,7 


590 


10.1 


. §46 


8,6 


475 


,8.5 . 


43? 


12.5 


35? 


U 9,453 


Im hoot by nMwtUit-vi 


7.0 


748 


8.9 ' 


63B 


8,7 


150 


6,5 


' 508 > 


'8.0 


.263 


15.4 


168 


7.5 9,715 


Other hone by relative ; 


11,4 


798 


9,5 


■ 849 


10,3 


620 


13.8 


55? 


11,1 


529 


7.9 


342 


9/7 11,318 ' 


Other hone by .nDn-rtHtivi 


P\ 


459 


18.8 


459 


7.1 


35? 


10.9 


349 


11.2 


203 


6.5 


106 


11,1 7,065 


NyfSify or pffactooi 


58,0 


\, 7 

\ 


5,0 


5 


1.0 


2 


0,0 


0 


0.8 


O 


0,0 


0 


17,9 1,521 


Diy tirt (tnter 


11,6 


■ 34 


!U, 


36 


19,1 


22 


11.9 


n 


0,0 


0 


0.0 


0 


23.3 ' 950 5 


C83pifitiv§ program 


2.6 , 


8,0 


.10' 


3.0 


1 3 


3.2 


. 10 : 


20,0 


3 


0.0 


0 


5,6 538 


Sifgri/iftif fctaot'wru 


4,7 


185 \ 

\ 

0 


5,2 


224 


5,5 


! 148 


,7,0 


225 


5,9 


2Si 


5,3 


241 


5.7 1,531 


HiidsUrt 


.0,0 


, 8,8 

V 


0 


0.0 


0 


o.'o 


8 


0,0 


: 0. 


0.0 


3 


21.3 121 


[J£"AIL METHODS 


15,8 


.1,859 


13^2 


i,m 


13,5 

j, >> 


1,534 


13,9 


1,533 


13,2 


,1.184 


\u 


955 ; 


15,1 26,356 



146 



NUMBER, OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE; 
HOME BY RELATIVE** 



5 \ 6 

Hours ) 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 




7,236 


76,5 


10-19 • - 
20-29 " 


853. 
,\ ^413 ' 


9.0 
4.4 


* .* ' * 

30-39 


286 


3.0 


40-49 


519 


5.5 


50 and up 

"' TOTAL 


1 52 


1.6 


9.460 


100.0 


Mean Hours*'** 


8,6 , 

■ ■ - 





SOURCE 
BASE 



Question 12 

Chndren receiving 
care In own home 
by relative** 



^Reported in thousands 

**Does noi include children 
who rmbgive lege than one 
hour per week 

***Gomputed from aotual hours 
rather than from above 
hour agile 



241 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


Val id answers 


1 ,764 


Zero value 


174 


/ Did not apply. 


7,328 


Non-response 


131 


TOTAL 


9 ,397 



TABLE IV-34 



NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE-: 
OWN HOME BY NON-RELATIVE** . 



Hours 


^Projected 
Children* 

III 1 %J I b 1 1 


Perrpnt 


1-9 






7 ,852 


80.8 


10-19 




• 


794 


8.2 1 


20-29 






449 


4.6 . 


30-39 






158 


1.6 • 


40-49 






:■ 344' ■ ' 


3.5 


50 and up 






118 - 


1.2 




TOTAL 
Mean Ho 


urs*** 


9,715 

7,5 ' 


100.0 

- C 



SOURCE: Question 12 * 

BASE' Children receiving 
care In own home 
by non-relative 




■ * Reported in thousands 

, **Boe& not inaludm aK%ldr&n 
who reaeive less phan one 
how? per week 

***Gomput&d from aatual hdurs 
gather than from the above 
hour cells 



23% 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


. Valid answers 


1,451 


Zero .value 


• 144 


Did not apply 


7,735- 


/( Non-response 


67 ' 


/ TOTAL 


9,397 



148 



IV-44 



tmm, 



IV--'* !j 



NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT Cf 111. UK FN RKCE I VE CARE 
OTHER HOME BY RELATIVF ** 



SOURCE: Question 12 

BASE: Children receiving 
care in other home 
by relative 




- — . 


Hours ■ 


Projoc tod 
Children* 


1-9 




8,423 


10-19 




i ,145 


20-29 




492 


30-39 




200 


40- 49 




B16 


SO and up 




242 




TOTAL 


11 ,318 




Mean Hours*** 


9-7 



Percent 



74.4 
10.1 

4.3 

1.8 
7.2 
2.1 
100.0 



^Reported in thousands 

* A Docs not include children 
w)w receive less than one 
hour per week 

Computed from actual hours 
rather than from the above 
horn 1 cells 



295 



Unweighted San.pl 2 


Di sposi tion 


Valid answers 


2,160 


Zero value 


219 


Did not apply 


6,830 


Non-response 


188 


TOTAL 


9,397 



I 4* 

TV-42 



/ 



TABLE IV-36 



NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARL' : 
OTHER HOME BY NON-RELATIVE** 



Hours 


Prv* i nr 1 pH 

II UJLii LtU 

Children* 


Percent 


1-9 


4,746 


67.2 


10-19 


668 


9 . 5 


20-29 


468 


6.6 


30-39 


255 


3.6 


40-49 


773 


10.9 


50 a tit) up. 


1 5 6 


' i "3 


TOTAL 


7,065 


100,0 


Mean Hours*** 


11 .a 




SOURCE: Question 12 


^Reported it 


l thru :;~>;.!r- 



BASE: Children receiving 
care in other home 
by non-relative 



**Boea not include children 
who receive less than one 
hour per week 

***Computed from actual fiours 
rather than from the above 
haui* cells 



17% 



Unweighted Sample 


Di sposi tion 


Valid answers 


1,169 


Zero value 


140 


Did not apply 


8,026 


Non-response 


54 


. TOTAL 


9,397 



150 

JV-43 



TABLE IV-37 



BER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RZCEIVE CARE; 
NURSERY OR PRE-SCHOOL** 



Hours 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


1-9 






47 T 


10-19 


* 


413 


21,5 


20-29 




67 


3,5 


30-39 




81 


4.2 


40-49 




358 


18,7 


50 and up 




94 


4,9 


TOTAL 

Mean Hours*** 


1 ,921 
17,9 


100.0 



SOURCE: Question 12 

BASE: Children receiving 
care in nursery or 
pre-school 



4% 



■ ^Reported in thousands 

**Does not include children 
who receive less than one 
hour per week 

***Computed from actual hour 8 
rather tlian from the -above 
hour cells 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


Valid answers 


s 339 


Zero value' 


3 


Did not apply 


9,049 


Non-response 


\ 6 


, TOTAL 


9,397 



IV-44 



TABLE IV-38 



NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE: 
DAY CARE CENTER** 



Hours 



1-9 
10-19 
20-29 
30-39 
40-49 
50 and up 



Projcc trd 
Children* 



TOTAL 

Mean Hours*** 



166 

no 

139 

103 

381 

_b2_ 

950 

28,3 



Percent 



17.5 
11.5 
14.6 
10,8 
40,1 
b,4 
100.0 



SOURCE 
BASE 



Question 12 

Children receiving 
care In day care 
center 



F 



^Reported in thousands 

AA Do e a not include children 
who receive less than one 
hour per WB&k 

***Computed from actual hours 
rather tJian from the above 
hour aells 



2o' 
A3 



Unweighted Sample Di 


spusi tion 


Valid answers 


194 


Did not apply 


9,200 


Non-response 


3 


TOTAL 


9,397 



IV-45 

ERIC 



TABLE IV- 39 



NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE; 
COOPERATIVE PROGRAM** 



Hours 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


1-0 


454 


84 . i 


10-19 


32 


6.0 




22 


4.1 


30-39 


16 


3.0 


40-49 


13 


2,5 


50 and up 


0 


0.0 


TOTAL 


538 


100.0 


Mean Hours*** 


6,6 





SOURCE : Question 12 

BASE: Children receiving 
care in cooperative 
program 



a- 



n 



A Reported in thousands 

**Does not include children 
who receive less than one 
hour per week 

***Comprated from actual hours 
rather than from the above 
hour cells 



Unweighted Samp 


le Disposition 


Val id answers 


87 


Zero value 


2 


Did not apply 


9,308 


TOTAL 


9,397 


_ . r- 





15; 



IV-46 



ERIC 



TABLE IV-40 



NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE 
BEFORE OR AFTER SCHOOL ACTIVITIES PROGRAM** 



Hours 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


1-9 


1 ,250 


79.1 


10-19 


283 


17,9 


20-29 


32 


2.0 


30-39 . 


1 fi 

1 U 


1 .0 


40-49 


0 


0.0 


50 and up 


0 


0.0 


TOTAL 


1 ,581 


100.0 


Mean Hours*** 


5.7 





SOURCE : Question 12 

BASE: Children receiving 
care in before or 
after school 
activities program 



r 



■ * Repotted in thousands 

**Dqb8 not include children 
who reaeive less than one 
hour per week 

* Computed from actual hours 
rather than from the above 
hour cells 



3% 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


Valid ansv/ers 


252 


Zero value 


4 


Did not apply 


9,131 


Non-response 


10 


TOTAL 


9,397 



154 



IV-47 



TABLE IV-41 



NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE: 

HEADSTART 



Hours 



1-9 

10-19 
20-29 
30-39 
40-49 
50 and up 



TOTAL 

Mean Hours*** 



Projected 
Children* 



16 
33 
29 
30 
4 
0 
12] 
21 ,3 



Percent 



13,4 
27,4 
24.2 
31 ,7 
3,3 
0,0 
100.0 



SOURCE: Question 12 

BASE* Children receiving 
care in Headstart 



^Reported in thousands 

**Does not include children 
who receive less than one 
hour per week 

***Computed from actual hours 
rather than from the above 
hour cells 



Less than 1% 



| Unweighted Sample Di 


sposition 


| Valid answers 


42 


Did not apply 


9,351 


Non-response 


4 


TOTAL 


9,357 



165 

IV-48 



TABU'; 1V-42 



TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE: 
OWN HOME BY RELATIVE 



Time of Day 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Whole day 


1 ,131 


10.0 


Mornings only 


470 


4,1 


Afternoons only 


?93 


7,0 


Evenings only 


2,962 ' 


26. 1 ' 


At night (overnight) only 


394 


3,5 


Varying times 


5,596 


.■ 49,3 


TOTAL 


11,347 

■ 1 


100.0 


SOURCE: Question 9 




in t hi >ll:\ !>h'l 



BASE: Children receiving 
care in own home 
by relative 




24% 



[ UnweTg h" te d Sample Di 


sposi tion 


Val id answers 


2,043 


Did not apply 


7,328 


Non-response 


26 


TOTAL 


9,397 


• ,„ „ 





15() 

IV-49 



TABLE IV- 4; 3 



TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE: 
OWN HOME BY NON-RELATIVE 



Time of Day 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Whole day 


803 


7.3 


Mornings only 


278 


2.5 


Afternoons only 


694 


6.3 


Evenings only 


4,799 


43.7 


At night (overnight) only 


203 


1.8 


Varying times 


4,216 


38.4 


TOTAL 


10,992 


100.0 



SOURCE: Question 9 

BASE: Children receiving 
care in own home by 
non-relative 



* Reported in thousands 



23? 



Unweighted Sample 


Disposition 


Valid answers 


1,645 


Did not apply 


7,735 


Non-response 


17 


' TOTAL 


9,397 


' - ,-, „-, 





15/ 

"IV--50 



mOLE IV-44 



TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE: 
OTHER HOME BY RELATIVE 



SOURCE : Question 9 

BASE: Children receiving 
care in other home 
by relative 



Time of Day 


Projected 
Chi Idren* 


Percent 


Whole day 


1 ,743 


12. a 


Mornings only 


536' 


3,9 


Afternoons only 


756 


5.6 


Evenings only 


2,229 


16,4 


At night (overnight} only 


870 


6,5 


Varying times 


.7.431 


' 54,3 


| TOTAL 


13,573 


100.0 



* Reported in thouoandn 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 1 


Valid answers 


2,530 


Did not apply ' 


6,830 


Non-response 


37 


TOTAL 


9,397 



lb 6 



iv-si 



TABLE IV-45 

TIME OP DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE: 
OTHER HOME BY NON-RELATIVE 



BASE 



Children receiving 
care in other home 
by non-relative 



Time of toy 


Projected 

Phi 1 HrPn* 


P trc °n t 


Wnoie day 


1 .825 


21 .9 


Mornings only 


642 


7.7 


Afternoons only 


1 ,400 


16.8 


Evenings orily 


829 


10.0 


At night (overnight) only 


106 


1.3 


Varying times 


1,526 


42. 3 


TOTAL 


8,328 


100.0 


SOURCE: Question 9 




'■n thousands 



'"O. 



17% 



Unweighted Sample 


Dir. position 


Val Id answers 


1 ,364 


Did not apply 


8,026 


No n- response 


7 


TOTAL 


9,397 



150 



IV-52 



TABLE IV -46 



• TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE : 
NURSERY OR PRE-SCHOOL 



Time of Day 


Projectt 
Chi Idrer 


i* 


Percent 


Whole day 


722 




27 


. 0 


Mornings only 


009 




4 b 


.6 


Afternoons only 


202 




1 0 


,4" 


Evenings only 


0 




0 


0 


At night (overnight) only 


0 




0. 


0 


Varying times 


116 




5. 


9 


TOTAL 


1 ,948 




100. 


° i 













SOURCE; Question 9 * Reported in tkyuaands 

'DTfs E : Children receiving 
care in nursery or 



pre-school 



1 Unweighted Sampla U' 


ifipcsi lion 


Val id answers 


343 - 


Did not apply 


9,049 


Non-response 


■ 5 


TOTAL 


9,397 



41 



3 

160 



rv-S3 

ST 



TABLE IV-17 



TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECLIVfc CARL: 
DAY CARE CENTER 



Time of Day 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Who! e day ^ 


u 1 4 




Mornings only * 


73 


7,7 


Afternoons only 


1.14 


14.1 


Evenings only 


0 


0.0 • 


At night (overnight) only 


0 


0,0 


Varying times 


130 


13.6 


TOTAL 


951 


100.0 



SOURCE: Question 9 

BASE: Children receiving 
care in day care 
centers 



A Reported in thousands 



z% 



U ! .-. t • i 


,'•'!.' .i.ii'il o Di 


■.;•.)', i Lion 


Val 


id answers 


194 | 


Did 


not apply 


9,200 


Hon 


-run pons e 


3 




TOTAL 


9,397 . 



161 



IV-54 



TABLE IV-48 



TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE: 
COOPERATIVE PROGRAM 



rime 'of Day 


Projected 
Chi Idren* 


! 

i 

Percent j 


Whole day 






69 


1 0 . 8 


Mornings p'\ i y 




* 


1 20 ■ 


21 .° 


Afternoons onl 


y 




71 


13.0 


Evenings only 






44 




At night ("overnight) only 




j 1 c 
■* 1 0 


* , f J 


Varying times 






237 


43.4 




TOTAL 




546 


100,0 


SOURCE; question 9 


..... . . . 




thousands 


BASE: Children receiving 
care in cooperative 

nrnnram 












Uriweir 


jhted Sai.'.ple I 


Vis position | 






Valid answers 
Did not apply 


■ 89 

9,308 


s 

1 \ 


/ 

/ 

/ 


- 


TOTAL 


9,397 



1" 



1,62 



rv-55 



TABLE IV-49 



TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE I 
BEFORE OR AFTER SCHOOL ACTIVITIES PROGRAM 



Time of Day 


r ru J ci- icU 

Children* 


Percent 


Whole day 


.64 


. 3.9 


Mornings only 


26 


1.6 


Afternoons only 


1 ,103 


67.3 


Evenings only 


106 


6.5 


At night (overnight) only 


6 


0.3 


Varying times 


333 


20.3 


TOTAL 


1,638 


100.0 


SOURCE: Question 9 


* Reported 


in ihousayvie 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 

Val id answers 259 
Did not apply 9,131 
Non-response 7 

TOTAL 9,397 

\ 



* BASE : Children receiving 
care in before or 
after school 
activities program 




IV-6G 

163 



TABLE IV-50 



v 



TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE; 
/ HEADSTART 



Time of Day 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Whole day 


48 


39.4 


Mornings only 


41 


33.5 


, Afternoons only 


i 29 


23.5 • 


Evenings only 


0 


0.0 


At night (overnight) only 


0 


0.0 


Varying times 


4 


3.5 


! ■ ' ■ TOTAL 


121 


100.0 



SOURCE: Question 9 



* Reported in thousands 



BASE: Children receiving 
care In Headstart 



Less than )% 



Un 



weighted Samp] □ Dispos i 1:1 on 



val Id answers ^3 
bid not apply 9,351 
fion-response 3 



TOTAL 9*397 



164 



TABLE IV-51 

DftYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE 
OWN HOME BY RELATIVE 



r — — 

Days of the Week 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Weekdays 


3.058 


27.3 


Weekends 


- 2,408 


21.5 


Weekdays and weekends 


5,716 


51. ! 


TOTAL 


11,182 


100.0 


SOURCE: Questions 10 


* Reported in thougcndn 



BASE: Children receiving 
care in own home 
by relative 



I L i 



24% 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 
Did not apply 
Non-response 



TOTAL 



2,013 
7,328 
56 

9,397 



165 



W-58 



TRECB 17-52 



DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE; 
OWA HOME BY NON-RELATIVE 



Days of the Week 


Projected 
un 1 i oren 


rcrwcl! w 


Weekdays 
Weekends 

Weekdays and weekends 

TOTAL 


2,513 
3,080 
S ,3 1 3 


23.0 
28,2 
48,7 


10,906 


100.0 



SOURCE: Questions TO 

BASE: Children receiving 
care in own home 
by non-relative 



*Heported in thousands 



23% 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


• Valid answers 


1,633 


Did not apply 


7.735 


Non-response 


29 


TOTAL 


9,397 



TOBLE IV- .S 3 



DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE 
OTHER HOME BY RELATIVE 



Days of the Week 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Weekdays 


3,660 


27.3 


Weekends 


3,332 


24.8 


Weekdays and weekends 


6,433 


47.9 


TOTAL 


13,426 


100.0 



SOURCE: Questions 10 

BASE: Children receiving 
cart In other 
home by relative 



29% 



A BepQPied in thousands 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


Valid answers 


2,502 


Did not apply 


6,830 


Non-response 


65 


* TOTAL 

* 


9,397 ; 
— , L 
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TfiplE IV-54 



DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE: 
OTHER HOME BY NON-RELATIVE 



3URCE : Questions 10 

BASE: Children receiving 
care In other home 
by non-relative 



Days of the Week 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Weekdays 

. f 


4,958 


59.9 


Weekends 


598 


7.2 


Weekdays and weekends 


2,728 


32. 9 


TOTAL 


8,284 

1 


100.0 



/: T> 



17% 



^Reported ?'« than'sands 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


Valid answers 


1 ,353 


Did not apply 


8,026 


Non-response 


, 18 


TOTAL 


9,397 



16H 



3V-61 



raBLE TV-55 

DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE- 
NURSERY OR PRE-SCHOOL , 



Days of the Week 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Weekdays 


1,781 


91.6 


Weekends 


ii 


3.9 


Weekdays and weekends 


88 


4.5 


TOTAL 


1,944 


100.0 



*R&poried in thousands 

SOURCE: Questions ,10 ' . 

BASE: Children receiving / , 

care in nursery , . , 

or pre-school 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 

Valid answers 341 
Did not apply 9,049 
Non-response 7. 

TOTAL 9,397 
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'msm iv-56 



DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE : 
DAY CARE CENTER 



, Days of the Week 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Weekdays 


905 


96,7 


Weekends 


18 


1.9 


Weekdays and weekends 


13 


1.4 


TOTAL 


936 


100.0 



*Eeported in thousands 

SOURCE : Questions 10 



BASE: Children receiving 
care in day care 
center 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 

Valid answers 192 
Did not apply . 9,200 
Non-response J[ 

TOTAL 9 S 397 
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fy 
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imiE IV-57 



DAYS OH THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE- 
COOPERATIVE PROGRAM ., 



Days of .the Week 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Weekdays 


352 


65.7 


Weekends 


39. 


7,2 . 


Weekdays and weekends 


145 


27.0 


TOTAL 


•535 


" 100.0 



SOURCE: Questions 10 

BASE: Children receiving 
care in cooperative 
program 



*R&poried in thousands 



1% 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 88 

Did not apply 9,308 

Non-response J_ 

TOTAL 9,397 



IV-64 
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■ ' TABLE XV-58 ■ 

DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE* CARE: 
BEFORE OR AFTER SCHOOL ACTIVITIES PROGRAM 



Days of the Weejc 


Projected 
.Children* 


1 

Percent 


Weekdays 


1 ,320 


80.6 


Weekends 


42 


2,6 


Weekdays and weekends 


276 


- 16.8 


■ TOTAL 


1 ,638 


IQQ.'O 



SOURCE: Questions 10 

BASE: Children receiving 
care in before or 
after school 
activities, program 



/T-\ 



3% 



*Reported in ihouaanda 



Unweighted Sample 


Disposition 


-Valid answers 


259 


Did, not apply 


9,131 


Non-response 


7 


TOTAL 


9,397 



172 
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TABLE IV-59 

DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE: 
HEADSTART 



Days of the Week 


Projected 

Chi 1 rirpn* 


pprr pnt 


Weekdays 

I 




121 


100.0 


- Weekends - I; 

r 




0 


0.0 


Weekdays and weekends 

i . • 




0 


0.0 


. - TOTAL 




121 


100.0 


SOURCE: Questions 10 




*Repoz>ted in thousands 


BASE: Children receiving 
care In Headstart 








,<"T\ 


Unweighted Sample Disposition 


*± * 


Valid answers 
Did not apply 
. Non-response 


43 
9,351 

3 


Less than 1% 




TOTAL 


9,397 
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TABLE IV-60 

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF SCHEDULE IN WHICH 

OWN HOME BY RELATIVE 



DREN RECEIVE CARE 



. . Description 


Projected 
Chi ldren* 


i . 

Percent 


Fixed times 


1,763 


•15.5 


Rotating times 


303 


2,7 


\ Irregular, predictable times 


, 1*441 


12.7 


^rregular, unpredictable times 


7,610 


67.1* " 


Split times 
^ • TOTAL 


s230 


2*.0 


11 ,347 


100,0 



SOURCE : Question 11 



* Reported in thousands 



Children receiving 
care In own home 
by relative 



24% 



Unweighted Sample Pi sposi 1 1 o n 



Valid answers 2,039 

Did not' apply 7,328 

Non-response 30 

1 TOTAL 9,397 



174 I 

i 



TABLE IV-61 . 

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF SCHEDULE IN WHICH CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE 

OWN HOME BY NQN-RELATIVE '.' 



Description 


Projected 
Children*'' 


Percent 


% ^ 

Fixed times 


... 1,843 


16.8 


Rotating times 


174 


1,6 


Irregular, predictable times 


1,770 


16.1 


Irregular, unpredictable times 


6,964" ' 


63.4 


Split timers X 


235 • 


2.1 


TOTAL 


10,987 


100.0 . 



SOURCE: Question 11 

BASE: Chi 1 dr en recelvi ng 
care in own home- 
by non-relative 



*Rmpo¥ted in thousanda 



23% 



Unweighted Sainple Di 


s position 


V'i i id answers 


1 ,643 • 


. • Did i.o L apply 


7,735 


Non-response ' 


19 


' TOTAL 


9,397 



\ 



lib 



TABLE IV-62 9 L_ 

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF SCHEDULE IN WHICH CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE' 

OTHER HOME BY RELATIVE 



Descriptlorr 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Fixed times 

/ ... 


' 1,934 


14,3 


Rotating times 


354 


2.6 ' 


irregular, predictable 'times 


1,771 


13.0 


Irregular, unpredictable times 


9,248 


68.2 


Split times • 


264 


1.9 


TOTAL 


13,570 , 


100.0 



SOURCE: Question 11 

BASE: Children receiving 
. care in other home 
by relative 



^Reported in thousand& 



29% 



Unweighted Sample Di 


sposi tion 


Val id answers 
Did not apply 
Non-response 


2,529 
6,830 
38 


TOTAL 


9,397 



170 
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TABLE IV- 63 

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF SCHEDULE IN WHICH CHILDREN RECEIVE L.ARI 
OTHER HOME HY NON- RELATIVE 



De^cr i ption 


Proj ectcd 
Children* 


Percent 


r U'^-u Li me s 


'a \l 

c. , Jf K.) 


( i « 


Rotatiny tint's 


21.1 


2.6 


Irregular, predictable times 


1 ,10b 


13.3 


Irregular, unpredictable Linios 


/ 4 ,449 


53.5 


Split timer. 


1 SC 


2.2 


TOTAL. 




1 00 . 0 




* Reported £>- 


thousands 



SOURCE : Question 11 

BASE: Children receiving 
cc-e in other home 
by non-relative 




172 



1- 


:;wci gh lod Siiuple l 


1 o: i Men | 




Val id arfswers 


1 ,363 




Did not apply 


8,026 




Non-response 


8 




TOTAL 


9,397 
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TABLE IV -64 



GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF SCHEDULE IN WHICH CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE ; 
: NURSERY OR PRF.-SCHOOL ; 



Description 


Pro j oc aid 

L 1 j ! 1 U i 1 1 


Percent 


Fixed 1 iiViL'j 


1 ,715 




Rotating timer, 


68 


3,5 


Irregul ar , pred ic tftb i u times 


4 7 


2,4 


Irregular t unpredictable times 


1 UU 


5,2 


, Split times 


17 


0.9 


TOTAL 


1 s 947 


1 00 , 0 


SOURCE: Question 11 


*Repovt&d in 


thougaridg 


BASE: Children receiving 
care in nursery 
or pre-school 






dnwelg 


hted Sample 


PI sposi t ion 



rn 



Val id. answers 
Did not apply 
Non-response 



342 
9,049 
6 



TOTAL 9,397 



4S 
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tabu rv-i-.r, 



GENERAL DESCRIPTION Of SCHE 

DAY 



JHEOULt IN WHICH CHILDREN fU-CFl 
MY CARE CENTER 



VE CARE 



Description 


Projected 
Cfn Idrcn* 


Percent 


Fixed tmeii 


861 - 


90 . 4 


Rotating timbs 


11 


1.1 


Irregular, predictable? times 




' 3.8 


Irregular, unpredictable times 


27 


? . 0 


Split times 


10 : 


i_.a 


. JTAL 




1 00 . 0 







SOURCE : Question 11 

BASE; Children receiving 
care in day care 
center 



<-ja in thousands 



i r 



r™ — : — — — — * 

j uuv ? i gniod S.irip 


*■? 0 i s j;os i 1 1 on j 


V":il id answers 
Did not appl y 


195 


9,200 


Non-response 


2 


L ™ 


AL 9,397 







■■1 
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TABLE IV-66 



GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF ^REDUCE IN WHICH CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE 

L LRATiVE PROGRAM 



____ 


Description 




Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Fixed l ii 






160 


30. b ' 


Ro Id I i r iij 










Irreyul ar 


A i pred ic ia b l u 


L imes 


1 08 


20,6 


Irregular 


% unpredictable 


j times 


222 


42,4 


Split tif 






1 1 








TOTAL 


525 


100,0 . .. 



SOURCE; Question 11 

BASE: Children receiving 
care In cooperative 
proqram 



* Reported in thousands 



| Unweighted Sample 0 


imposition | 


Val id answers 


85 


Did not apply 


9,308 J 


Non-response 




TOTAL 


9,397 



180 
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TABLE IV-17 

GENERAL DESCRIPTION 01 SCHEDULE IN WHICH CHIMV ' fJ RiCLiVf. (Mil 
BEFORE OK AFTER SCHOOL ACTIVITIES Fr-;()f,;:AM 



Description 



Fixed times 
Rotating times 

Irregular, predictable times 
Irregular, unpredictable times 
Split times 

TOTAL 



SOURCE : Question II 

BASE: Children receiving 
care in before or 
after school 
act i vi ti es program 



Projected 
Chi Idren* 



,029 
1 56 
Zhi) 
16b 
34 



Percent 



6J.Q 
10.2 



*Rep?r t i£d in tkouao 



3% 



r 


•iw ~> i ; ni - !).: /]Q {■:- 






V a 1 id answers 


258 




Did not apply 


9,131 




lion-response 


8 




■ TOTAL 


9,397 









18 i 
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TABLE IV -68 



GENERAL DESCRIPTION OE SCHEDULE IN WHICH CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE 

HEADS TART 



De scrip I ion 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


U S ^ f» rl Hmfar 
r i ss tu L I illt; 


1 "1 H 


97 , 5 


'(iotatiricj t i int: l- 


! ° 


D , 0 


in sular s tjr-e;3 ! v : r 


0 


0 , 0 


Irregular, unpreu intcibk- rimes 


i 


0,5 


1 Vit times 


> 


2,0 


j TOTAL 


121 j 


100.0 


A Eeported in 
SOURCE: Question 11 P 


thousands 



BASE: Children receiving 
care in Headstart 



Less than 1% 



nweinhfed Sanipl e 


Di-Jpcs i tion 


Valid answers 


43 


Did not apply 


9,351 


Non-response 


3 


TOTAL 


9,397 
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TABLE IV-69 

SUMMARY TABLE : 
CHILDREN RECEIVING LICENSED CARE** 





J LCI Wt4 3 


Total 


Type of Care 


Licensed Unlicensed 


Percent 


Projected 
Children* 


Other home by non-relative 


10.3 89 . 7 


100.0 


7,532 


Nursery or pre-school 


86. 0 Ki.O 


100.0 


1 ,855 


Day care center 


97.1 2,9 


100.0 


845 


SOURCE : Question 8 " 


*R 


worted in 


tJlOUBCLtlds 



BASE: Children receiving care * ** Fo * frequencies* sample 

in the respective types disposition and ether 

information j see tables 

/"* . N on pages IV-16 to IV-19. 



/ 



1 8 3 
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TABLE IV-70 
USE OF LICENSED CARE 



Type of Care 


Licensed 


LJnl i censed 


Total 


Projected 

Households* Percent 


Projected 

Households* Percent 


Projected 

Households* Percent 


1 . Other home by 
non-relative 

2* Nursery or 
pre-school 

3. Day Care Center 


527 11,3 
1,435 , ■ 86.5 
r i84 ' 96.8 


4,162 89,2 
235 14.2 

20 3 . 2 


4 S 665 100,0 
i;660 100,0 
603 100.0 



SOURCE: Question 8 

BASE: Households using the 

respective types of care 



^Reported in thousands 



Other home by non-relative 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



# Multiple Number % Valid 

Answers Respondents Answers 



759 
6 



Valid answers 765 

Did not apply 3,770 

Non-response - 74 

TOTAL 4,609 



99,2 
_ 0,8 

100,0 



Nursery or pre-school 



Unweighted Sample Dispo 


si tion 


# Multiple Number 


% Valid 


Answers Respondents 


Answers 


1 276 


99,6 




- _ M _ 


Val id answers . 277 


100,0 


Did not apply 4*309 




Non-response 23 




TOTAL 4,609 





Day care center 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


Valid answers 


135 


Did not apply' 


4,457 


Non-response 




TOTAL 


4,609 




21% 



Other .home by 
non-relative 



7% 

Nursery or 
pre-sct 



s ✓ 



Day care 
center 
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Section V 

REASONS, 
SATISFACTION, 
PREFERENCES AND 
PRIOR USAGE 



"SECTION V 



RKAHONS, SATISFACTION, PKliriiRENCES 



This section contains topical data and i clni<:d discussion on the reasons 
for child care usage., lev '& of partmial .satisfaction with current methods, 
preferences and far m in selecting arrangements, past usage experience and 
the frequencies of uhd reasons for child care arrangement changes, 

Reasons for Using Child Care 

Users of any of the principal methods of care were asked to- select, 
from a list, the reasons why they use care (Table V-l). Having chosen one or 
- more reason*, they wore then asked to select the single most important reason 
(Table V-2), 

In general, the distribution of reasons can be grouped into three con- 
ceptually different summary categories: work, school or job-training 
(items 1, 6 and 9); adult-oriented factors, psychological or social (items 2, 
3, 4 and 10); and chtldn-developmehl- related factors (iteihs 5, 6 and 7), 
Measured only byjfrequency of response" (not adjusting for the amount of usage), 
a plurality (43.7%) give, as the most important reason, one of the several adult- 
oriented factors. This group, then, undoubtedly consists largely of "occasional 
babysitting" consumers (Table v-2). 



TABLE VI 
REASONS FOR USING CHILD CARE 



Reasons 


Projected 

Mfjiicphnl H ^ 

nUUpcMU 1 U3 


Percent/ 


1 # 


So thrtt I ran work nr* Innk fnv wnrk 


6.601 


41 


9 


2, 


So th^t T rfl n r arrv nn rpnula^ rnmniuni f"v 

charitable or volunteer activities ■ 


1,498 


g 


5 


3. 


So that I can carry on occasional communi ty , 

wllCli I LU U I C VJf VU 1 UllbtC' SUL 1 V I UCS 


2,302 


14 


6 


4 


R P a t i £ s T noc*H tft ris^ a Ui A \/ ~r v n rn rhi 1 H^on f a 
UCLfl'Jsc i ilcCU LU y"L dWyj I f U(N Ll] 1 1 Uf cfj lU! Cl 

while sometimes 


4,418 


28 


o 


j * 


iu ficip iny Lfii I u 1 car n Lninyb ric ntfcua rur bcnuui 


2,194 


1 1 


Q 


ft 


iu LedLJi my cniiu now to de* inuepgnusnL 


3,460 


00 
LC 


n 

u 


"7 

/ , 


To teach my child how to get along with other children 


3,631 


23 


0 


8, 


So that I can go to school myself 


1 ,496 


. 9 


5 


9. 


So that I can take job- training 


407 


2 


6 


10, 


So that I can go out (social, shoppings entertainment 
activities, etc) 


10,595 


67. 


2 


11 . 


Other 


' 1 .172 


7. 


4 


12; 


None of these 




1 


0 




! TOTAL 

- - — - 


15.760 : 


100 


0 



SOURCE: 
BASE: 



Question 23 

Households that u <;v 
child, care 



^Reported in' ihousarids 




Y-2 



ERIC 



J 87 



Unweighted 


Sample Disposition 


#" Multiple 


Number of 




Answers 


Respondents 


Percent. 


1 


1.043 


36,4 


, 2 „ 


« 806 


28.1 ■ 


3 


467 


16.3 


4 


252 


8.8 


5 


175 


6.1 


6 


77 


2.7 


7 


25, 


0,9 


8 


17 


0,6 


9 


. 4 


0.1 


■ . 1° . . . 


3 


0.1 


i 

Valid answers 


2,869 


100.0 


Did not apply 


1,740 


i 

i 


TOTAL 


4,609 











i HE MOST IMPORTANT REASON 
FOR USING CHILD CARE 





Reasons 




Projected 
Households" 


Percent 


1. 


So that I can work, or lunk for work 




5,'. 07 


35.2 

1 


£ ■ 


So that I can carry on regular communit 
charitable or voluniu-r activities 




*i ! j 


2,6 


3. 


So that I can carry on occasional l- %, 'iP1u 
charitablo or vcnuntoer activitTos 


ni ty, 


367 


2.3 


* 

| 

j 


Boca u so r need to get away f.v.m ::fi . Uireri for 
awhile 'iCivetlnuiS 


1 909 


5/8 


1 ^ ' 


To help my child learn *:h 1 n g s needs 
Tq teach my child how ; .o be independent 


for school 


'136 


1 

£.8 

3,0 




To teach my child how to yet along with 
chi Idren 




757 


4.8 


8, 


So that I .can go to school myself 




503 


3,2 


q 


So that I can take jab training 




I 3b 


0,9 


10, 


So that I can go out (social s shopping* 
tainirent activities, etc.) 


enter- 


R 1 Aft ■ 
□ s 1 DO 


QQ ■ ft ■ 


ll s 


- Other (SPECIFY) 




845 


5.4 

r 


12. 


None of these 




159 ■ 


1.0 






TOTAL 


15.663 


100.0 

— j 



SOURCE: Question 24 

BASE: Households that 
use-child care 




^Reported in thousands j 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 

Val id answers - 2;B50 
Did not apply \»740 
Non-response 19 

■ TOTAL 4,609. •■ 



Of perhaps groat or significance, nearly 40%, or about 6, a million 
h'li. uiiolds, uric child carp as an adjunct to employment or education. Only 
r.buii ijne in ton gives one of the child^-oriontod developmental reasons as a 
primary response. However, an important caveat must accompany this obser- 
vation. The child-oriented factors (e.g. , help child learn, be independent" or 
1 1,f along with others) are likely to assume greater prominence among the parents 
of pre-school-age children. 



FurtuBih ore, ihe frequency of child-oriented responses ruses ■ .. 
ivnnntieMlly as a proportion of total responses (o the "all-reasons" question 
i Pablo V-I), This can probably be const ru-rfl to meaiuthat at least a quarter 
oi the } pulatioii of liters perceive child care to be a positive influence, not 
■nerelrta ''necessary evil. " The, converse inference, thai three-quarters see 
no developmental value, is patently invalid; this proportion, Ll re fore, must he 
interpreted as extremely conservative, 



bat isUteUon 



For each child using eaich of the nine principal care types applicable, 
respondents were asked to rate fheir level of satisfaction using the categories 
"very satisfied," ''satisfied, " "ijot completely satisfied" and "dissatisfied, " . 
S/mayiry results, shown in Tabie V-3 ? portray a clear pattern of differences 

in satisfaction by method, but no;t an overwhelmingly strong oh©** 

I * 
Using a mean rating ha^ed on assigning of corresponding valuer to the" 

ordinal categories (i.e., 1 for" "Very satisfied*' through A "dissatisfied"), 

the most favorable rating is attributed to arrangements in the child's own home 



* Sample dispositions are^ppovided for each method in* the appendix to this 
Mention- 



table v-3 



SUMMARY TABLE 
LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE QF CARE' 





very 
Satisfied 




\\\J I vvHIU 1 - mw ! J 

Satisfied 




Total 


Type of Care 


Satisfied 


Dissatisfied 


Percent 


Projected 
Children** 


1 fliim hnniP hi/ rol^tiwp 
1 , LAV It IMWz \)j I claUYt 


81 B 


14 6 


3.1 


0.5 


1 00.0 


11,279 


uwn nomc oy non-i eia tive 


' HI R 


11 R 


1 1 


11 


130.0 


10.9&3 


3, Other home by relative 


70,2 


18.0 


2.5 


1.4 


100,0 


13,468 


4, Other home by non-relative 


72.1 


21.5 


4,7 


1,8' 


1 ft A f '\ 


8,246 


5, Hursery or pre-school 


74.3 


19.4 


5.8 


0,5 


100.0 


1,936 


6. Day care center 


74,5 


17.0 


5,6 


2.9 


100,0 


951 


7, Cooperative program 


72,0 


20,4 


7,3 


0.2 


190,0 


526 


8. Before/after school program 

9, Headstart 


71.5 
69,8 


23.1 
19.9 


1.3 
8.3 


4.0 

11 


100.0 
100,0 


1,603 
121 

3 



A UpTii& in inoumrAs. 

SOURCE; Question 13 5 

**Fcv frB^LBmies^ scrap Ifi 



BASE; Children receiving care ' disposition' ond otht 

i in the respective types , informticn, see tobies 

* * on ik follomig pages. 
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by a relative (1, 2) followed by "in other home by non- relative" (1.3) and 
nursery schools (1.3). The, least favorable rating (1.5) was reported 6 
by users of arrangements, in the chiklrens' own homes by non-reUitivGii:, 

The observation that care In the child's own home by a relative is 
among the most satisfactory to parents is confirmed in part by a set ond 
questiotmaii'e item in which users were, asked if. given the hypothetical choice 
of using any type of child care (implicitly disregarding availability or cost), 
they would prefer some other typo over their current main method. Just under 
a quarter (23. 9%) indicated a propensity to change. When the distribution of 
answers is examined against the current main methods (Table V-4), users of 
arrangements in other homos, whether by a relative or non-relative, are the 
most likely to prefer some other method, at 32. 2^ and 26, 8% ; respectively. ' 
method "in home by a non-relative" is a close third. Of all the home-based 
care types, "in home by a relative" Is, once ogam, the most highly rated. 
On the whole, nursery schools and day ejsre y eenters both appear to^e gener- 
ally satisfactory as measured by the tendency of users to prefer another 
metliod. 

The questionnaire panel on preference over current main method led 
logically to the question of what type of care would be most preferred by those who 
would change. This question, represented by Table V-5, resulted in a rather 
dramatic bimodal pattern. '. here are .two clear tendencies: (1) nearly 30% 
preferred some form of in- home care (confirming, perhaps, a residual dissatis- 
faction with other-home care) and (2) approximately 40% expressed a latent • l 
demand for formal, institutional care (i. e. , nursery schools or centers). 
Botfi forms of other-home care were infrequently preferred, although the 
.notion of availability hvthe case of relatives renders .the respondent's per- 
spective somewhat problematical. In any event, the current policy trend toward 



V-6 
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TABLE V-4 

PREFERENCE OF USERS TOWARD CHANGING THEIR MAIN TYPE OF CARE 





Tl hp n f fat-rt 
! jr ui wfli L 


Prefer to Change 


Prefer not 
to Change 


Tonal 




... - . 


f I UJCL L, c u 

HMs* 


Percent 


P r>n i or 4 at \ 

r f CjeC UtfCJ 

HHs* 


Percent 


Pit- joe trd 


Percent 


1 , 


Own home by relative 


641 


18,8 


2,776 • 


81 ,2 


3 ? 417 


,100.0 


c . 


uwn no:iffi Dy ,non-=r t?Ici Live 


7 76 




2,390 


75,5 


3,16- 


100.0 


i 1 

1 3 - 


i 

Other home by relative - s 


1,109 


£6.9 


3,019 


73 . 1 




1 00 , 0 


j , 
l r 


w -licl nUliid Dy : iOfl - 1 £ i d 1 1 Vti 


oil? 


32.2 


1 } V02 


67. h 


■ 2j E03 


100.0 




tint*? f-<Y* ' '- nr r - 1 

1 1 U i b t f ) tJl [ ) I u - . f , a l ■ 1 


139 


16,0 


731 


fi'I.tl 


A70 


1 00, 0 




fl ib \ f ^ ~ i i j*i rt +- # i fa i 

Ud y t. at ? . L-Gn l £J 1 


• i 07 


]0.b 


443 


80,5 


S5U 


1 

100.0 


7 ( 


CUJfiLi l- L ! VI; \)\ tnJI filil 


L6 


18.8 


113 


&l .2 


139 


i oo , a . 


8, 


d ci ij v' ii i i- if r b v. ?! i »o i p f u c^ r d ni 


51 


16.7 


256 


83,3 


307 


100,0 


G i 


1 : Cfll 1 r» Lfl l 1, 


6 


9,0 


G4 


91 .0 


70 


100.0 


i n 
j u i 


OW/1 hO'tlU by fpOOSE;* 


45 


17,1 


220"' 


82, y 


266 


100,0 


ii . 


Older -sibl ing 


■ ?4 


16,2 


124 


83,8 


149 1 


100.0 


12. 


Stays by self 


1 3 


100,0 


' 0 , 


,-. 0,0 




1-00.0 


13. 


Self and ycunjur sibling 


0 


0,0 


16 


100,0 


lb 


I'-O.C 


14. 


Public or private buion! 


0 


0,0 


10 


100.0 


10 


100,0 


15. 


Parent at work 


0 


0,0 


*5 


100,0 


5, 


I 00.0 . 




ALL METHODS 


3,738 


23,9 


11 ,874 


76 . r 


15,612 , 


100,0 ^ 



SOURCE: Question 15 

BASE: Households that use 
child care 



- * Reported in thousands 




Unv/eighted Sam 


pie Imposition 


Valid answers 


2,356 


Did not apply 


1 ,738 


Non-response 


15 


TOTAL 


4,609 



. V-7 



193 



I 

TABLE V-S 

■TYPE OF CARE PREFERRED OVER PRESENT MAJN TYPE 



Type of Care 


Projected 
Households 


■Percent 


1, 


In own home by relative (not spouse or child's brother or sister) 


496 


13.5 


2, 


In own home by non-relative ' 


582 


1 5.8 


3. 


In other home, by relative 


214 


5*8 


4. 


In other home by non-relative 


124 


3,4 


5.. 


In nursery school or pro-school 


778 


21 ,0 


6. 


In a daycare center 


742 


20,2 


7, 


In a cooperative program or babysitting cooperative 


259 


7-0 


8, 


Before or after school activities program (not regular school hours) 


197 


5.4 


9, 


Heads tart 


72 




10, 


In own home by spouse 


59 * v 


.1.6 


11. 


In own home by child's older brother or sister 


27 


0,7 


i ? 

1 i~ ■ 


w/ii la stays by self. , 


0 


0,0 




Child takes care of self and younger brother or sister 


3 


0,1 


14, 


Public or private school - kindergarten and above 


86 


2,3 


15, 


Cared for by parent at work 


33 


0,9 


16, 


No child care ustd (child stays with me) 


10 


0,3 




TOTAL 


3,681 


100,0 



SOURCE: Question 16 " ^Reported in thousands 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 721 

Did not apply 3,877 

Non-response 11 

TOTAL ■ 4,60? 



151 

11) 4 



V-8 



BASE :„ Households using care 
that prefer another 
method of childcare 



increasing and strengthening family day care home earo is apparently shi.rt on 
"product concept acceptance, M in the parlance of advertising. u 

Selection Factors 

Current Udera of in-home care, nu rs e ry schools or day earn centers 
and family day care home 2 v/crc agk.::l to choose, in rank ordg'r of hnpuitanee, 
seven factors in selecting their child care arrangement, Tahit i- V-6, V-7 
and V-8 present the results from these questions ejcpresflocl i\§ percentages 
of the eligible response. An additional column, labeHed/^woi^hted rank, " 
was calculated by multiplying the value 7 by the proportion .ranked first, 6 by 
the proportion ranked second and so forth, finally using unity as the multi- ," y 
pile and for the propc rtion of observations ranked seventh, / 

For in-home as well £s family day care users, the "reliability" and 
M ivarmth" of the caregiver were deemed, in the aggregate, to be the moat 
important factors followed closely by. the child's level of satisfaction. Although 
M avaiiabilit3^ ft is relatively prominent, the responses irtcHcate 0 very strong pattern 
of child-orientation from a common sense as opposed to procedural viewpoint. 
Such Issues as licensure, health examinations for staff, qualifications and 
convenience are not highly ranked. Yet it is only fair to point out that users 
of these two methods of care are more likely tojb© casual, occasional userp 
than, say, day care center users, / 

The taxonomies for each principal type referenced are different, as 
are the patterns of usage. Yet it can said that center and nursery school 
users are somewhat more likely to identity programmatic and procedural 
factors (e. g, , "frequent information,' 1 ''planned and supervised play") /than are 
home-care users. The differences between methods are, however, neither 
imminently clear nor strong* 



TABLE V-6 



RANK-ORDERED FACTORS FOR SELECTING A DAY CARE CENTER 
OR NURSERY SCHOOL 



1. i!:ifi r tunt- supervision 
i, In school -re I a ted topics 

3. A/allahlt- when I need It 

*V f T-.' H -.;vnt information About my child 

j . r h j no. r, ( l r f- clean and s a f e 

<-'■ "»M '• f 'K,ilTi' cost 

/. Fed r ight things 'at right t|rm?s 

0- W-i »"■■■ K'vifig caregiver 

f; m,c i p ] 1 rip give*n when nodded 
1 J. f/.i^^ At ji f ti p e r ttmns 
) i . f '.;'i r i »t fid c^ruyivor 
U\ C.ir«r> fyr more than one of mine 

p f'-f^.if^] attention for my child 

t 1 hi-" ry views on children ring 

' f -< C'lil.-i l.ifces this type of "care 

,1 '» r •i'-'l l^diTis to behave well 

l. 7 . f=:jiUif:<j and Equiciiflte'nt are suitable 

1*4, f u'unnj and supervised group play 

1 v . U'e 1 ! trained staff 

l 0 . 1 tiv i i on i s conven lent 

21 = AJ 1 f.ave periodic health exams 
? rj . Transportation provided 
T3. Parent involvement in program 
^4, Special services are available 

25, Otherv from similar background 

?6, Not too fT.jny children for staff 
77, rents ran get basic education 

^t; , uthgru are in right age range 

29. Place or caregiver recommended 

JOTAL PERCENT 

PROJECTED HOUSEHOLDS 



SOURCE: Question 46. 

BASE: Households that use a 
.day care center or 
nursery school 







' — = — -i — - — 


RaTVfc firdd 


r 

~" ^ 5 tii 






Weighted 


. H t_ 


2nd 


3rd 


- ^ th 


6th 


7 th 


Pank 


5.9 


5.1 


0.8 


. 3,1 


2,0 


2.3 


1.9 


101 


1 7 


J . O 


a i 


q . i 


3. 9 


2.9 


2,6 


92 


s!i 


1.3 


0.9 


1 ,0 


3,0 


2,0 


1.7 


67 


1.0 


ii ) 


3.0 


7.7 


10.8 


8.4 


7,9 


143 


4.7 


2 0 


12.2 


7,3 


6,1 


6.7 


6.7 


210 


3 4 


£ , J 


2 , 8 


3 . 1 


1 ,4 


* 4.8- 


8,0 


88 


0. 5 


1.8 


3,2 


3,8 


4,0 


2.3 




67 






5,6 


2,4 


3, 5 


2.9 


4.1 


213 


2,0 




4.4 


5.0 


0,1 


e.6 


■ 4,7 


120 


0 9 


n El 

U T o 


£ . U 


0.8 


2 . 0 


3, 1 


1.2 


40 


6.0 


7.9 


3.1 


3.1 


4.5 


4,7 


2 7 


136 


1.3 


1.2 


1.1 


1 .0 


1,2 


1,3 


1.5 


34 


1.9 


4.8 


10,0 


3,5 


3,5 


2.7 


U6 


124 

■ 39 


0. 7 


fi 7 


^ . (i 


1 . / 


0.2 


0. ) 


1 , 0 


1 4 ! 5 


9.3 


3.4 


3.3 


1.3 


4,9 


3,1 


204 * 


3 i 2 


u , o 




3 , 0 


7 . 4 


5, 1 


4,6 


1 36 


2,6 


3. 3 


4 6 


4 , 7 


4,2 


5, 1 


6,2 


109 


2^7 


6^3 


7.2 


11.4 


8,2 


8,1 


7,5 


187 


16,8 

t , / 


" 9,2 


9,6 


7,2 


7.4 


5.1 


2,1 


284 


1.3 


1 . 9 


2,2 


2,3 


3,0 


2,5 


80 


0,4 


0.9 


2,8 


1,3 


1,9 


4.6 


3.1 


31 


0.7 


2,2 


0.7 


0,6 


0,4 


0.2 


4,1 


30 


1.0 


1,5 


0,6 


1,0 


2,0 


0.7 


4,8 


38 


0.7 


3,6 


0,8 


2.3 


0,4 


H.9 


1.7 


32 


0,5 


0,0 


0/4 


0,6 


0.1 


0.8 


0,6 


10 


0,8 


1,2 


3.3 


7,9 


6,9 


4.6 


3.2 


94 


0,0 


0,3 


0,1 


%J 


0.0 


" .1.9 


0.7 


16 


1,0 


0,8 


2,4 


2.6 


1 .8 


1,8 


4,5 


48 


0,1 


0,5 


0, 1 


0.1 


0,8 


0.4 


1.1 


f 


100,0 


100,0 


100.6 


100(0 


100,0 


ioo.o' 


100.0 




2,230 

















^Reported in thauBande 



Unweighted Samola Disposition 



Valid answers 406 

Did not apply 4,171 

Non-response 32 

TOtAL 4,609 



9% 



196 
v-io 
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TABLE V-7 



RANK-ORDERED FACTORS FOR' SELECTING A CAREGIVER FOR IN-HOME CARE 



I Q) .1 £ f.H rfl 5 ! I l-L'l'V 1 5 I D /] " 

2. he 1 p In school -rolVi fed topics 

J. Ava liable whnn" J need if. 

4, rrequrnt f nfornui t Ion about my child 

0, Things - ] and ? iif« 

6, Rcgi. 1 tir hciiltfi e^dms for staff 

7, - Reasonable cost 

6. Fed right things at right tunes 

9, Warm li'id loving careMv^r 

'0, Discipline given when needed 

11. Naps *t, proper tires 

12. Experienced caregiver 

'!<. Cares' for rroril than one of mine 

14. Personal attention for my child 

15. Haa my views on chi Idrejrir.*] 

16. Child likes this t>p'; of care 

17. Child learrs to beh.ive well 

18. Caregiver helps around house 

19. Caregiver is a parent 
k'O. Caregiver is a relative 

21. I know caregiver well 

22, Caregiver takes only my child 
2J f Is available for emergencies 

24, Caregiver was recommended to rne 

25, Deals with child's special needs 

26, still can work when child's ill 

27, Child if in own home and own bed 

28, Child Isn't taken elsewhere 

29, Reliable and dependable caregiver 

30, Too young for center or nursery 

TOTAL PERCENT 
. PROJECTED HOUSEHOLDS* 









Rank Drdi 




-.. .. - . . -* 
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2nd" 




~ 4 or 








R.ink 


T. i " 




. - 




j . i' 


L ■ - 1 




vjr 


0 ? 


U i e 




0, 9 


(i . n 


1 I 


1,2 


14 




3.E 


3.2 


3.8 


3 , ? 


! i 




100 


0. fi 


2.5 


P. 3 


3,4 


4,3 






It 


j . ■) 


6.1 


7.1 


7.3 


7,1 


7 :, 


4J. 


170 


! , ,] 


y . o 


1 . 1 


0 . j 


1 . 1 


(J . * 


i « 


26 


3.2 


2.0 


A . 0 


k.Q 


2.6 


3,4 


1 1 ! 4. 


03 


< i .a 


k.) 


2 9 


6.0 


7.1 


f> 5 9 




101 




r U :< 


10 5 


. fi.O 


G.4 


1. 5 


4 . 7 


204 


? (> 


□ , i 




9. 3 


10.4 


Li . 9 


7 . 2 


108 


0. 2 


1.2 


, 1.3 


1.3 


3,1 


3,5 


3 . 2 


40 


7.1 


7.4 


" 7,0 


r ■) 


5.6 


4.2 


3. Z 


176 


1.2 


1.1 


2.3 


1 .9 




;\9 


3.9 


51 


1 . 3 


2 4 


"1 7 


4 , 9 


■ 3,5 




2, ! 


01 


1 'a 


U 


i .n 


2.7 


1.8 


,f.S 


?,1 


53 


5.0 


a. 7 


7,3 


6.3 


4 . 8 


5.0 




213 


0,7 


0.7 


K2 


£.3 - 


1,6 


3.'* 


2.4 


36 


0. 1 


n i 


u i J 


0 , 5 


0, 5 


1 , 1 


1 . 0 


17 




0.2 


0.7 


0.9 


0.4 


0,0 


0.6 


15 


3,4 • 


1.9 


1.4 


1.0 


1.6 


1.6 


3,3 


58 


i..D 


4.6 


4,0 


4.6 


4,9 


4, 1 


3,3 


134. 


o ^ 


0.8 


1 .B 


1 . 6 


2. S 


1 . 9 


2.4 


69 




3,2 


2.9 


2.9 


3.1 


3. I 


3.4 


B4 


0.7 


0,8 


, 0,7 


0.9 


0,4 


OJS 


0,9 


21 


1,2 


1,6 


1,8 


2.0 


1.7 


2,6 


"l .2 


47 


0.3 


0.8 


1.0 


1 .0 


0,7 


1.0 


1.2 


21 


1.7 


2,3 


4,0 


3,9 


4,2 


3.6 


5.8 . 


87 


1.6 


1.9 


2.2 


2.6 


J 3,2 


4.3 


3,4 


67 


21,6 


18,3 


10.6 


7 J 


5,5 


3 , 9 


4,3 


373 


0.6 


0.6 


0.1 * 


■ 0,2 


0,9 


0,4 


0,8 


13 


100.0 


100.0 


100,0 


100,0 


100,0 


100,0 


100.0 - 




9,079 

















SOURCE: Question 44 

BASE: Households using child care 
in their own home by a 
- relative (not spouse or , 
child's sibling) or non- 1 
relative 




t Reported in ihouaandn 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 
Did not apply 
Non-response 



1 ,494 
3,043 
72 



Total 4,609 



37% 



V-1X 



1 » 7 



ERIC 



. ; ' TABLE V-8 

RANK-ORDERED FACTORS FOR SELECTING A FAMILY DAY CARE HOME 



_. Fa c_t o_r _ 

I, ». 1 .' '.ifit supervision 
?. Ht- • in ^cnool-related topics 
=i. £ . I.ihl* when I negd it 
■i. rpi'juL'nt information about my child 

f'. if iri:js are-clean and safe 

m !ar hi" j 1th exan.s for staff 

/. ' * r.,v jbte cast 

* * ! ' right things at right times 

r L nfr ,t,i1 loving caregiver 

; " ' ' !' • 5 " ' qiven wlir-f* needed 

'. : *- ; <■ ! prof.jr times 

)»■ - : if. ;t;.fcj caregiver 

I j- . •. ■* ft»r rore than one of mine 

j-". ■ { '/••■nruil attention for ny child 

• • s ■> views on chi 1 fir earing 

k Cm lil 1 ikes this type of care 



* K' learns to behave well/ 
ii. r arV,i supervised qrnu£> play 
c 'i'iJ fatiily daycare rather' 
r f: f ;nd equipment are suitable 



r-j. h. 



Not t :»■;•) many other children, 
*v * Ul. r i?rs are in right\age range 
p. Location is convenieVit 

, Caregiver was rectjmnvnded to me 

,^5, Is available for emergencies 

Others from similar background 
21, Parent involvement is frequent 
Still can Work when child's ill 

29, Hofre-lifee atmosphere 1 *■ 
3Q, Child too young , 
31, f?eljabli and dependable caregiver 

• - TOTAL PERCENT 

Pf OJECTED HOUSEHOLDS 



SOURCE: Question 45 

BASE * Households that use child 
care in the home of a 
relative or non-relative 




*H&pQFimd in thousande 




^Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 1 ,802 

Did not apply 2,633 

Non-response ; 124 

TOTAL 4,609 



41: 



ERLC 



• - The logical inverse, that is, the least important factor in selection, 
was also included in the questionnaire (Table V=9), .using an abridged respon: i 
taxonomy, The re&ults of this question, asked of all users,- indicate that users 
tend to de-emphasize cost and convenience. Yet the' welfare of children, like, 
morn, apple pie and, allegorieally, the fty, ^eldon^comes last in oar hearts. 

,f\ Insight into the way in which consumers select a method of care is, i ' 

perhaps best gleaned from a questionnaire panel asking from a historical 
perspective, what arrangements current users actually did consider.- First, 
users of the principal methods were asked if they considered any other method, 
and three-quarters reported that they had not (Table V-10). It c is unclear, 
from a behavioral viewpoint, what constituted "consideration/ 1 but it is 
probable that for the 25. 7% who had considered other methods, genuine decision' 
making had not been arbitrarily or circumstantially precluded. 

Those who had considered other methods were then asked to name up 
to four methods considered and the respective "main reason" why they did not 
use each method. Cross-tabulated results of this question are presented on 
three successive pages (Table V-ll) and include multiple responses, 

While small cell sizes presage caution in drawing inferences from this 
table, several patterns are very clear, Foremostp nursery schools and day 
care centers were the most frequently chosen, Third in frequency was "own 
home by a non- relative, " thus verifying yery satisfactorily, the distribution of 

preferred methods (c.f. „ Table V-5, supra) , 

— ■- % 

In all three instances, coat is an important barrier, constituting the 
modal cells for nursery schools and centers and a vjery strong second factor 
for in-home care by a non-relative, ~ 

V 

V-13 



TABLE V-9 

LEAST IMPORTANT FACTOR IN SELECTING TYPE OF CARE 



Factors 


Projected 
Househol ds* 


Percent 


Cost 


• 


4,948 


31 ,6 


Convenience of 


hoars I 
* 


1 ,449 . 


9,3 


Convenience of 


location 


'4,464 , 


28,5 


r 






Provides child 


development 


1,537 


9,8 


activities and 


Instruction 






- Agrees with my 


'views on child" 


> 3,255 


20.8 


rearing 










• TOTAL ' ' - . 


15,654 


100,0 



SOURCE 
BASE 



Question 42 

Households that 
use child care 




* Reported in thousands 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 2,847 

Did not rpply 1,738 

Non-response 24 

. TOTAL 4,609, 



- 65% 



V-14 



TABLE V-10 



THE NUMBER OF USERS WHO CONSIDERED OTHER METHODS OF 
CHILD CARE BEFORE SELECTING THE; TYPE CURRENTLY USED 





Projected 






Households* 


Percent 


1 

■Co'nsjaered other types 


4,038 


?',./ 


Considered no other types 


, 1 1 .693 


■ 74.3 


TOTAL 


15,737 


100.0 



SOURCE: Question 17 

BASE: Households thatuse 
Child can: 



*ReuQTied in thov sands 




65% 



Unweighted ' Sample 


Disposition 


Valid answers 


2,862 


Did not apply 


1,738 


Non-response 


9 


TOTAL 


4,609 
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TABLE V— 11 

■ }± 

TYPES OF CARE PREVIOUSLY CONSIDERED BEFORE SELECTING 
CURRENT ARRANGEMENTS BY REASON FOR NOT CHOOSING 





— — — 








■1 0* 


C ti j* r- 


— 
















1 




Own. Hc^e 
By -cl" 


1 Own Kc^fi 
By Nnn-Pc 1 


2y !kl 


Dtr?r 
3y Nor 


7" 


NuVsery/ 
Pre-ichool 


Dty Car| 
Center 


Cooperative 
Program x 


l/A School 
Program 




n % 


n 


m 


n 




n 




n 


m 


n 


I 


n 




n 


m 


1 , Tod expensive 


5 2,1 


190 


34, B 


5 


z,o 


60 


12,2 


447 


33, C 


320 


25.5 


,; 43 


15,3 


13 


9,1 


2* Did net like location 


2 .3,0 


8 


1 .0 


0 


0.0 


0- 


0,0 


23 


2 , 1 


35< 


2,0 


14 


4.8 


Q 


0.0 


3, Transportation problems 


31 13.3 


19 


2,5 


11 


13.7 


31 




75 


5.7 


24 


1.9 


10 


3.7 


3 


2,0 


4* Inconvenient hours 


9 3,2 


• 7 


0,9 


34 


12,4 


\Z 


2,4 


54 


4.1 


40 


3.1 


19 


6.7 


13 


8,9 


S, Child too young 


5 1.1 


14 


1.8 


3 


1,2 


6 


1.1 


iea 


19,3 


115 


9,1 


0 


0.0 


15 


9,9 


i. Child not toilet traintd 


0 0,0 


*0 


o.c 


0 


■ 0.0 


\ o 


0,0 


3i 


3,0 


5 


0,4 


0 


0.0 


9 


6,3 


7, Waiting list 


0 0,0 


0 


0.0 


0 


O.j 


N 2 


0.4 


31 


2.3 


52 


4.1 


0 


0.0 


1 


0.4 


3, Child not accepted 


0 . 0.0 


0 


0.0 


D 


0.0 


Q 


0.0 


11 


0.8 


19, 


1.5 


5 


1.7 


0 


0,0 


9, Too little discipline 


\2 4.4 


as 


3.5 


"l 


0,4 


23 


4.B 


2 


0,2 


50 


$.0 


0 


0.0 


4 


2,8 


10, Lack educational program 


0 0,0 


26 


3,4 


n 

'J 


i n 
j . u 


23 


4.6 


U 


n 

w , w 


30 


2,4 


1 3 


£ *i 
3 , J 


3 


z,u 


11, Lack of activities program 


6 2,2 


, 2 


0,2 


0 


0,0 


.. 0 


0,0 


13 


1.0 


n 


0,8 


6 


3,0 


6 


4,2 


12, Lack sf trained staff 


0 0.0 


14 


1.8 


0 


0,0 


5 


M,0 


19= 


1,4 


0 


Vo 


0^ 


0.0 


4 


2,9 


13. Old not like provider 


0 0.0 


35 


4,5 


3 


1.1 


76 


15,4 


12 


0,9 


12 


1.0 


. 0 


0.0 


6 


4,0 


14, Did rm ljke facilities 


0 0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0,0 


12 


4,5 


46 


3.5 


38 


3.0 


3 


0.9 


0 


0,0 


15, No reliable provfder 


3 1,2 


m 


29.7 


10 


3,7 


52. 


10,6 


36 


2.8 


48 


3,8 


li 


7,4 


15 


10,0 


16. Child has special problem 


0 0,0 


o 


0,0 


0 


'0,0 


7 


1,3 


21 


1,6 


11 


.0.9 


0 


0.0 


0 


.0.0 


17* I stoppfd working 


4" 1.7 


JC 




2 


0.6 


30 


6,1 


'. 56 




62 


5.0 


0 


0,0 


13 


8,9 


18. I started working 


3 1,2 


2 


0,2 


2 


0.9 


0 


0,0 


". q 


.0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


- 0 


0,0 


19, Child too old 


3 1.1 


19 


2,5 




3,3 


14 




127 


9,7 


79 


5.3 


15 


5,3' 


3 


1 j 


20, Program out of existence 


0 0.0 


10 


1,2 


0 


0,0 


■ 7 


1,3 


14 


1,0 


42 


3.3 


38 


13,6 


0 


0,0 


21, I rravid 


S 1,0 


7 


0,9 


13 


£;6 


5 


1,1 


0 


0,0 


"36 


2,9 


0 


0,0 


0 


0,0 


22, ^rovidir no longer available 


64 31,1 


37 


4,8 


58 


21,4 


44 


1,0 


a 


0,6 


' 6 


0,5 


0 


0,0 


I 


1.6 


23, Other 


85- J2J, 


94 


12,3 


79 


29, *i 


J3 


14,8 


90 


6.0 


221 


17,6 


JO 


32,2 


37 


15.1 


." TOTAL 






























265 100.0 


761 103.0 


271 


100,0 


493 


00,0 


1,315 


100.0 


• 1,255 100.0 


280 


100,0 


147 


100,0 
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TABLE V-ll (continued) 
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f* 

(i 


1, Too-ttponiive' • 


13 


hi 


0 

i 




0 


0." 


\ 3 




h 


0,0 


3C 


32,6 


! o 

i 


0,3 


I, Did natj^ike locitlpn 


4 


Li 


0 


o.o ! 


3 


0.0. 


i 0 


o.a 


■ 0 


0.0 


p 


0.0 


i 

i 0 

! 


' 0.0 


3, Transportation prehlens 


14 


if 


0 


0.0 1 


5 


0.0 


! o 

j 


9,9 


0 

i 


0.0 


18 


20.7 


, a 


0.0 


4, Inconvenient hours 


12 


u 


10 


13.4! 

1 


0 


0,0 


! • 


0,0 


i 

! o 


0.0 


0 


CO 


C 


.0.3 


5, Child too yeittg 


/is 


hi 


9 


' 3,3, 


14 


32.1 


! 1 


40,3 


6 


32,4 


13 


14.4 


i 

: o 

i 


.0.0 


6, Child nrtdolltt trained 


0 


0.9 


0 


0,0 ! 


0 


0,0 


0 


0,0 


0 


0.0 


0 


9.9 




0.C 


7, Halting list 


19 


6,0 


"0, 


0.0 ! 


.0 


CO 


: 0 

| 


0,0 


0 


0,9 


9 


0.9 


o 


0,0 


8. Chili rot accepted 


.. 

6 


..3.5 


0 


0,0 ! 


0 


0.0 


0 


9,0 


9 


0,0 


0 » 


ft fl 

... 


0 


0.0 


9, Too little discipline ■ 


0- 


ff-.O 


15 


20.2 ; 


,11 ' 




! 

0 


9 ,'9 


P 


40 


9 r 


CO 


. 


0,9 

i 


10* Lack educational program 


4 


¥ 


0 


0,3 ! 


0 " 


V, 


0 


0,9 


0 


.0,0 


( 0 


CO 


/ * 


c.o ! 


11. Lack. of activities projran 


0 


o.o 

i 


0 


0,0 ' 


0 


o,o : 


■ 0 


0.0 


' 0 


CO 


9 


0.0 


U 


0,0 j 


12, Lick of trained stiff ^ 


4 


2.J 


0 


CO 


0 


0.0 


0 


0,0 


o 


0,0 


0 


0,0 


0 


0,0 


13. Did net like provider 




CO 


0 


0,0 i 


0' 


0.0 


0 


0,9 


a 


1 0 


»' 


0.0 

1 =, 


.0 


i 

CO 


K, Did m liki faciHbiii 


4 


2,5 


a 


c.'o| 

j 


fl 


0,0 


0 


0,9 


.1 


3,0 




1,5 


0 


0,9 


15, No reliable provider 




0.0 


0 


0.0; 


0 


co 


0 


5.0 

i 


0 


9,9 


0 


0.0 


, 0 


o.o! 


IS; Child \m special, problem-: 


0 


,? o.o 


0 


o.o: 


3 


6.3 




9,0 


0 


9.9 


. 0 


0.9 


■ 0 


9.9 


17, I stepped working 




1.4 j 

1 


a 


CO 


0 


0,0 


0 


8.0 


g 


0,0 


o ■ 


0,0 


3 


109,0 


M I started working J 

i 


c 


u| 


i 

1 , 


I.J i 


n 


CO 


'o 


0.0 


0 


9.0 


C' 


.9.0 


0 


J.9 


i 

lit Lnl iG tOO QiQ 




n, 'i 


n 


; r : 






y 


n 1 1 


0 


0,0 


13 


15,2 


0 


CO 


20* Progress cut of utstence 


6 


3,3 j 


s 


i 

p * , 

i 




CO 


, 9 


CO 


0 


0,0 


0 


OiD 


0 


9,0 


tl, I saved 


11 


5,6 ; 


4 


s;b| 


3 


o.o ! 

• 1 


0- 


0:0 


k 0 


0.0 


0 


o,o ! 


9 




22, Provider no longer available 


7 


32' 


■ 21 


2?.i 1 




5.2 j 


0 


■ L J j 
j 


f\ 
id 


n i ■ 

. ] 


L" 


0,0 

1 


0 


3,0 ! 


Ih Other 


J? 


ill 


si 


? ^ , 'j j 






.12 


JH 


'i 


,U.E | 


"i 




:;i 


: 


\ TOTAL. 


179 


100.0 

1 
1 


74 ' 


'l05.il ' 


4j 1 


00.9 

i 


21 

t 


13t t C 


10 




a? i 


59,9 1 


3 


100,0 



♦ ' TABLE V-ll (continued) ■ , 

. , TYPES OF CARE PREVIOUSLY CONSIDERED BEFORE SELECTING 
CURRENT ARRANGEMENTS BY REASON FOR NOT CHOOSING 

t ■ Question 18 - Types 

Unweighted Sample Disposition 
# MulMple Number of 

Answers Respondents . Perc ent. 

1 620 .. " 76.4 

2 147 18,] 

' 3 ' 31 3,8 

Valid answers 812 ]QQ 0 * 
'Did not apply 3,796 
Non-response 1 

TOTAL 4,609 , 



/ 



SOURCE: questions 18 and 19 

' BASE; Households that previously 
considered it least one , 



Question 19,- Reasons 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 

I Multiple Number of 
'Answers Respondents percent 



1 620 ■ 
. 9 146 


76.4 


3 ' • 31 


• 18.1 

. 3.8 


_^J» _J 14 




Valid answers 811 


100.0 


Did not apply 3,796 




Non-response _2 




TOTAL 4,609 





From these data, it is difficult to avoid concluding, if prematurely, 
that (1) there exists a substantial demand suspense for nursery and center / 
care, caused by cost and programmatic barriers (as opposed to availability 
per se) 'and (2) difficulties in obtaining !f reliable in- ho me care, coupled with 
!, high !f dost, also result In demand suspense** 

Past Experience and Change 

As a measure of stability, respondents using child care were asked 
how many times they had changed their main method during the past year 
(Table V-12). About one in ten had changed, Significantly, over half (53, 8%) 
gave as the! * reason for changing (Table V- 13) either some problem with the 
arrangement (e.g. , transportation, inconvenience, discipline, program, 
facility or staff inadequacies or special problems as opposed to cost 
(10,0%) or such usual external reasons as the child's aging (6,5%), .moving s 
(8,1%) or change In the respondents employment status (18,0%), The modal 
reason is availability "(18. 7%), Given that over 60% of those changing identified 
their old method as one of the M in-home n or "other home" care types (Table V-14),' 
it is possible that some respondents misinterpreted the question te fj mean a 
change in provider instead of method. ■ 

Before one leaps to the conclusion that the distribution in Table V-13 
represents reasons for discontinuing care types on the whole, it is useful to 
examine the usage history of the entire sample. All respondents were asked if 
they had used any types of care in the past which they are not using at present* 
Just under half reported having discontinued some* method in the past (Table V-15), 



*It is interesting that when asked to choose from among possible funding 
options for child care, respondents most frequently chose "referral service 1 * 
(cf , Table VII-14, p. VII-15), , 
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TABLE V-12 

FREQUENCY OF CHANGING MAIN TYPE 
OF CARE WITHIN LAST YEAR 



Number of Changes 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


n 
u 




ov * u 


i 


, 1,199 


7.7 • 


".. 2 


' 235 


1 ,5 


•/ ■ 3 


115 


0.7 




8 


0.4 


5 • 


2 


0,0 


■ ',, 6 


8 


0.0 


TOTAL " 


15,566 ••• 


100.0 




■ SOURCE: Question 26, 


*Heported in 


thousanda 



BASE: , Households that 
use child care 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Val id answers. 2,830 

Did not apply 1,738 

Non-response 5 41 

TOTAL .4,609 



65% 
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" - TABLE V- 13 

REASONS FOR, CHANG INS FROM MOST 



RECENT TYPE OF CARE 





Reason 






Projected 
Households* \ 


Percent 


1, 


Ton expensive 






166 


4 10,5 


z. 


Did not like location 






15 


0,9 


3* 


Transportation problems 






56^ 


3,5 


4, 


Inconvenient hours 






99 


' ,6,3 


5, 


Child too young / 




4 


38 


2,4 


6, 


Child not toilet trained 






8 


0.5 


7, 


Waiting list 






' lj r 


0.7 


a* 


Child not accepted 






0 


0 




Too little discipline 1 






139 


. 8.8 r 


10, 


Lack pf educational program 






' 59 


3,7 


11. 


Lack of activities program 






33 


2.1 


12. 


Lack of trained staVf 






27 . 


1,7 


13, 


Did not like provider 

t 






154 


9,7 


14, 


Did not like facilities 






68 


4.3 


15. 


No reliable provider 






72, 


. 4,5 ■ 


16, 


Child has special problem 


& 




39 


' 2,5 


17, 


I stopped working 






211 


13,4 


18. 


1 aLaiLqU wyr IS 1 * i Q 






JO 
/6 




19, 


Child too old 






103 


^ 6.5 


20, 
21, 


Program out of existence 
I moved 






36 
128 


, 2.2 
. 8,1 


22, 


Provider no longer available 






295 


18,7 


23, 


Other 






230 


14,6 








: TOTAL 


, 1,578. 


100,0 



SOURCE: Question 28 . - 

BASE: Households that Jiave changed 
^ v their main method during the 
" past year 



«» •» 
7% 



V-21 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


# Multiple 
Answers 


Number of 
Respondents 


% Valid 
Answers 


1 

2 
3 
4 

5 - 

6 

7 


246 
27 
8 

.6 
2 
0 
2 


84.5. , 
9.3 
2.7 

2.1 ' 
0.7 
0.0 
_ 0.7 _____ 


Valid answers 291 
Did not apply 4 ,313 


100.0 


TOTAL 


4,609 




<* 
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TABLE V-14 

OF CARE FROM WHICH USERS MOST RECENTLY CHANGED 



SOURCE: 
BASE ; 



Question 27 

Households that have changed 
their main method during the 
past year . 



Type of Care ' 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


, 1 . 


In own home by relative (not spouse or child's 
brother or sister). 


no 


6.9 


2. 


In own home by non-relative ' 


1 no 

1 98 


12,5 


. 3. 


In other home by relative 


199 


12,6 


— -X, 


^In other home by non-relative 


473 


30,0 




• 5. 


In nursery school or pre-school 


267 


16.9 


6. 


In a daycare center " 


168 


10,6 


7. 


In a cooperative. program or babysitting cooperative 


4 


0.3 


8. 


Before or after school activities program (not 
regular school .hours) 


11 


0.7 


9. 


Head start 


0 


0*0 


10. 


In own home by spouse , 


39 


2,4 


11. 


In own home by child* s older brother or sister 


23 


1,4 


12. 


Child stays by self , 


0 


An 


13. 


Child takes care of self and younger brother or sister 3 


0.2 


! : „. 


Public or private school kindergarten and above 


33. 


2.1 


15. 


Cared for by parent at work — - 


o 


0.0 


16. 


No child care used** 


51 


- 3.2 „ 




4 • TOTAL" 


1,570 


100.0 



\ ^Reported, iw thoumomdB 
^^Interpreted gb ! none used 
prior to preaenfi main method 



7% 



211 

V~22 



Unweighted Sample 


Disposition 


Valid answers 


. ■ 289 


, Did not apply 


4,313 


Non-response 


7 


TOTAL 


4,609 
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• TABLE V-15 , 
PREVIOUS USE OF CHILD CARE 



Experience 


Projected 


^ - .. . 




Households* 


Percent 


Have used other types 


11,380 


46.8 


Have hot used other types 


12,919 


53.2 


TOTAL 


24 s 299 


100.0 



*Repbrted in thbuacmda 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 

Valid answers 4,585 
Non-response 24* 

TOTAL 4,609 



1001 
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V-23 



These respondents were asked to identify up to four previously 
applicable types together with the main reasons for stopping* This distrib- 
ution, presented on the three successive pages as Table V-lS* shows a more 
"normal" pattern of termination/ with "child too old,; 1 "I stopped .working, M 
and M I moved 1 * assuming greatest prominence among the Ireasons given, 
Yet, again notwithstanding the small cell sizes, there is ample evidence to 
irifer that a great deal of flux and discontinuance is caused fay (1) disgatisf ac- 
tion with providers or their programs, (2) difficulties in making and 
maintaining arrangemehts and (3) cost* 



/ 
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. Day Care 


Ccoser 
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3/A School 


Reason v 


By M ■ 




. life! 


0y 'MM 


Pre-sciool 


Ce.itSf 


Prag 




Prccrai 




,n S " 


■ n . * 


It :i 


■ 11 ".s 


n J 


., H J 


n 


t 


r :. 


■ 

L Too nptnslvt, 


.38 1.7 


i?s' 6,5 


* !' 9.0 


'74 3,1 


159 4.9 


39 6,8 


I 


9,5 


19 6.7 


I Did net like location . 


• 0 0,0 


• 0 /O.O 

• 


13 9,5 


i 0.1 


3 0,1 


12 OJ 


0 


9,0 


0 0.0 


i Transportation problems 


in s.i 


33 1.2 


112 5,0 


53 2.4 


53 1.1. 


, 29 1,5 


1 


0.2 


"9 3.4 


4, Inconvenient hours-- 


17 0.8 


32 1.2 


52 2.8 


.33 ii 


. 22 0.7 


'•12 OJ 


0 


0.0 


0 0,9 


i, Mild too 'young 


13,-- 0.5 


10 0.4' 


15 0.7 


12 0:5 


5c 1.6 


5 5.4 


9 


0,0, 


0 0.0, 


5, Child not toilet trained 


G 0.0 


0 0.9 


9 0.9 


3 9,1 


0 0,0 


'•■ 9 CO. 


■ ""■ oc 


i 0.9 


0 0.J 


I Waiting list 


0 0.0 


: 9 t 0,9 


9 0.0 


"0 0.0 


0 9.0 


4 0.3 


3 




".' o CO 


I Child not accepted 


0 0,0 


■ 0 O.O 


9 9,0 


0 0,0 


4 0.1 


11 0,8 


5 


1.4 


O 0.0 


9, Tod little discipline 


33 15 


55 M 


,1 0.3 


52 2.2 


31 OJ 


57 4,4 


11 


3.1, 


11 4.0 


10* Lack of educational program 


ii o.i 1 


•, .10 0.4 


11 9:5 


25 1.1 


14 0.4 


18 1,1 


, 0 


0.0 


O 0.0 


11, jtaek of'tetlvitlM projrai 


5 0.3 


. 21 0.3' 


■ 2 3,1 


- 7 0,3 


3 0,1 

■ 


4 0.3' 


0 


0.0 


17 6.1 


.12. lack of tnlmdWatf 


0 U 


11 ' 0,4 


0' 9,3 


: 9 9,4 


B 9,7 


18 1.4 


7 


1.9' 


O 0.0 


Ui Did not Hkf provider 


, 9 3.4 


•114.. 4.2 


7 9,3 


129 5.4 


59 1.5 


(,} 3,3 


■ 4 


1.2 


o" , CO 


U, Did nat like facilities ■. 


9 0,9 


0 9.9 


0' 9.0 


■ 13 0.5 


■89 ,2,3 


.53 4,1 


' ■II 


3.7 


19 7.0 


|Si HO fSliable provider ■ 


14 5,5 


143 5.3 


' ii " m 

. 


41 1,7 


'11 0,3 


• J 9.6 


O 


, 0.0 


0 , 9.0 


15, Child has special prebltm ^ • 


o o.o 


i o.c 


■13 0,5 


26 ".1.1 


19 0.3 


23 1.5 


' „; 6 


1,7 


6 2.1 


1?, 1 stopped wrklng , 


IBB . 8.5 


' 250 10.3 


,239 15.2 


421 17-6 


'251 7,5 


293 . 22,4 


f 


0,6 


10 3.5 


IB, -I started writing' 1 


\ 9 9.0 


' ie oj 


6 ; 0.3 


19 'O'.E 


17 0,5 

i 


0 0,0 


ii 


3.3 


0 0.9 


JS-^Cfifld too old ■ 


594 27.1 


' - 977/ 35,1 


510 22,5 


M ill 


2,132 63.7 


359 33.5 


153 


43,8 


28 lO.'fl 


ID, Prppn out of existence - 


25 1.2 


n .'2.1 


53 2.4 


39 1.6 


65 I.I 


24 . 1,9 


38 


ICS 


70 25.4 


H i I mo ved 


252 11.0 


J35 5.0 


350 15,9 


137 7.8 


140 4,1 


130, 9,9 


57 


lf.4 


.22/ 8.1 


11 Provider po longer jvallabje 


m M 


152 8,9 


,353 16.1 


221 y 


57 M 


19 3J 


22 


6.4 


25 S.l 


23. utter ; ; * "\ 


'350 jy 


'451 .17,3 


i?i jo 




, 174 J J 


_J4 JJ[ 


Jl 




jo jy 


:.■ \ TOTAL ! 


2,1)3 190.0 


2 ,707 100,9 


2,2lu 190,0 


2,430 103,0 


3.428 lOO.o' 


1J0J 100.0 


350 109,0 


1 275 100,0 



TABLE V-l 6 (continued) 
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n 
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$ 
k 
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1. Tod expensive 


2 


8,3 


0 


0,0 


0 


0,0 


o 


0,0 


3 


0,0 


22, 


3,9 


9 0.0 




l Bid net 11^ location 


9 


0.0 


0 


0,0 


0 


0.0 


g 


0.0 


o 


0.0 


1 


0.1 


0 0,0 




3, Transportation problem ■ 


. 


ft 'J 

Us J 


n 

u 


n fl 

U.v 


0 


0 0 


o 


0,0 


0 


0.0 


0 


9.0 


0 0,0 




4i Ineonvoniont hours 


■J 


fi ft 

0.0 






o 




o 


0,0 


3 


9,0 


0 


fl fl 


0 0,0 




5, Child too young 


0 




■o 


0.0 


■ 


0,3 


ij 


23,4 


0 


0,0 


s 


1.0 


9 9.7 




5, Child not toilet trained 


0 




0 


0.0 


0 


0,0 


0 


0.0 


0 


n ft 

0.0 


0 


0.9 


0 '• 6.0 




h Halting Hit 


o 


1 0.0 


5 


o.o 


3 


0,8 


0 


CO 


0 


ft fi 

0,0 


8 


0.8 


8 0,0 




B. Child not accepts 


? 


u 


0 

■ 


0.0 


0 


0.3 


0 


o.o 


Q 


o.o 


0 


0.0 


0 Q,0 




Bp Too Hitle discipline 


0 




20 


IA 


I 


0.0 


11 


21,3 


0 


19.4 


5 


8,8 


0 0,0 
































1 


10i Lack of educational projraa 


0 


0,0 


0 


9.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0,0! 0 


0.9 


■ 0 


0,0 


, 0 0,8 






























8 ' 8,0 | 


a 


II, Leek of activities progran 


4 


0.6 


s . 


0.0 


0 


0,0 


0 


0,0 


0 


9.0 


! o 


0.0 




IZ. Lack of trained stiff 


0 


0,0 




8,0 


3 




. 0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0,8 


0 8.9 




13, Did not 1 ike pwviier 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0. 


o.o 


0 


o.o 


0 


0,9 


0 


0.8 


0 0.0 




M, Did not like facilities 


1 


1,0 


0 


a.9 


0 


0,0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0,9 


12 


2.1 


o o.o ; 




15. Ko ruitable provider 


■o 


0.0 


0 


0,0 


0 


0,0 


0 


0.0 


5 


0,9 




0.0 


0 9,3 




15, Child his special problen 


' o 


0,0 


0 


0,0 


9 


0.0 


0 


0,0 


0 


9,0 


0 


9,8 


0 0,9 




17. I stepped wor hi ng 


3 


• .j.>; 


$ 


7,9 


03 


20,2 


1? 


31,1 


0 


0,0 


17 


3,1 


28 8.1 




\i I started working 


s 


0.0 


10 


u 


3 


o.a 


0 


0.0 


1 


8,0 


9 


0,0 


0 9.0 




19. Child too old 


541 


ao,j 


114 


19.2 


160 


32,0 


5 


11. s 


21 


mi 


422 


76.4 


22 22.5 




20. Props out .of existence" 


42 


u 


6 


1,0 


0 


0.0 


'o 


" 0,9 


9 


0.0 


. a 


U 


. 15 16.3 


i 


l } i 4 iiiyvty 


29 


2.9 




0,7 




:.s 


0 


0,0 


0 


0,0 


is 


3.2 


0 0.0 




22, Provider no lonpir aval lab! e 


IS 


2.1 


131 


31,0 


si 


30,4 


0 


.0,0 


9 


0,0 


17 


3.2 


0 o.o 




23, Other 


M 


JJ 


JM 


JU 


3. 


14.5 


, J 


M 


J 


JJ 


M 


Ji 


jo ju 


\ 


TOTAL ' 


m 

i 


100.0 


»4 


100,0 


313 


100.0 


53 


109,0 


32 


109,0 




103,0 


95 183.3 




¥ 




















. — i 


1 - 







Ij ' 1 



i 



TABLE V-16 (continued) 
TYPES OF CARE PREVIOUSLY USED BY REASON FOR DISCONTINUING 



Question 21 - Types 



Question * Reasons 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


Answers 


Number of 

Respondents Percent 


1 

2 
3 
4 

■ ■ ■ m m m i 


1,385 65.6 
485 23.0 
151 7.1 
91 4.3 


Valid answers 
Did not apply 


2,112 100,0 
2,49? 


TOTAL 


4,609 







Unweighted Sample Disposition 


1 Multiple 


Number of 


Answers R 


espondents Percent 


1 . ' 
2 


1,383 65,6 
485 23.0 


3 


150 7.1 


mm j 




Valid answers 


2,109 , 100.0 


Did not apply 




Non-response 


3 


TOTAL 


4,609 



SOURCE; Questions 21 and 22 



IASE: Households that previously 
used at least one type 



SECTION V APPE NDIX 
SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 



TABLE V-17 

LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE 
OWN HOME' BY RELATIVE 



Level of Satisfaction 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Very satisfied 


9,226 


81 .8 


Satisfied 


1 ,645 


14,6 


Not completely satisfied 


355 


3.1 


' Dissatisfied 


53 


0.5 


TOTAL 

* . 


11 ,279 


100.0 


SOURCE: Question 13 


^Reported in i 


thousands 



BASE 



Children receiving care 
in own home by relative 



24% 



Unweighted Sample 


Disposition 


Valid answers 


2,027 


Did not apply 


7,328 


Non-response 


42 


TOTAL 


9,397 
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TABLE V-18 



LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE: 
OWN HOME BY NON- RELATIVE 



Level of Satisfaction 


r f U J wcU 

Children* 1 


Percent 


Very satisfied 


6 S 987 


63.8 


Satisfied 


' 3,047 


27,8 


Not completely satisfied 


794 


7.3 


Dissatisfied 


125 


1.1 


TOTAL 


10,953 


100.0 



* Reported in thousands 

SOURCE: Question 13 

BASE: Children receiving care 
in own home by non- 
relative 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Val id answers 1 ,635 

Did not apply 7,735 

Non-response 27^ 

TOTAL 9 S 397 



23% 
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TABLE V-19 



LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH" TYPE OF CARE: 
OTHER HOME BY RELATIVE 



Level of Satisfaction 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Very satisfied 


1Q S 53Q 


78,2 


Satisfied 


2,421 


18,0 


Not completely satisfied 


335 


2.5 


Dissatisfied ' 


183 


1.4 


TQ1AL 


13,468 ' 


100.0 



* Reported in thousands 
SOURCE : Question 13 

BASE* Children receiving care 
in other home by relative 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Val id answers 2,514 

Did not apply 6,830 

Non-response S3 

TOTAL 9,397 
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TABLE V-20 



LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE 
OTHER HOME BY NON-RELATIVE 



■ , Level of Satisfaction 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Very satisfied 


5,942 


72,1 


Satisfied. 


1 ,770 


21.5 


Mot completely satisfied 


385 . 


4.7 


Dissatisfied 


149 


1.8 


TOTAL 


8 S 246 


100.0 



SOURCE : Question 13 



Reported in thousands 



BASE: Children receiving care 

in other home by non-relative 



■ ^ ■** 
17% 



Unweighted Sample D 


Ispos i tion 


Valid answers 


1,350 


Did not apply 


8,026 


Non-response 


21 


TOTAL 


9,397 
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TABLE V-21 

LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE: 
NURSERY OR PRE-SCHOOL 



Level of Satisfaction 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Very satisfied 


1.439 


74,3 


Satisfied 


375 


19,4 


Not complt: 1 y satisfied 


113, 


5,8 


Dissatisfied 


10 


0.5 


TOTAL 


1 ,936 


100,0 


SOURCE: Question 13 


^Reported in 


thousands 



BASE: Children receiving care 
in nursery or pre-sehool 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 

Valid answers 339 
Did not apply 9,049 . 
Non-response 9 

TOTAL 9|397 
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TABLE V-22 



LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE 

DAY CARE CENTER 



1 . i 
uuve I or ofiu stac Lion 


Pro iected 
Children* 


Percent 


Very satisfied 


708 


74,5 


Satisfied 


162 


.17.0 


Not completely satisfied 


53 


5.6 


Dissatisfied 


28 


2,9 


TOTAL 


951 


100,0 



SOURCE: Question 13 



* Reported in thousands 



BASE: Children receiving care 
in day care center 



2% 



Unweighted Sample Di 


. . 1 
s position 


Valid answers 


194 


Did not apply 


9,200 


Non-response 


3 


TOTAL * 


9,397 
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TABLE V-23 



LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE 
COOPERATIVE PROGRAM 



Level of Satisfaction 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Very satisfied 


379 


• 72.0 


Satisfied 


107 


20.4 


Not completely satisfied 


39 


7.3 


Dissatisfied 


1 


0.2 


TOTAL 


526 


100.0 



SOURCE i Question 13 

BASE: Children receiving care 
in cooperative program 



^Reported in thousands 



1 % 



Unweighted Sample D'i 


rrr™^ 

s position 


Val id answers 


86 


Did not apply 


9,308 


Non-response 


3 


TOTAL 


9 f 397 
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TABLE V-24 



LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE 
BEFORE OR AFTER SCHOOL ACTIVITIES PROGRAM 



-v — — 

Level of Satisfaction 

- - -- - -- — ^ \ » --- ---- ^ 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Very satisfied,. . 


1,147 


71 .5 


Satisfied 


371 


23.1 


Not^ completely satisfied 


21 


1,3 


Dissatisfied 


65' 


4.0 


TOTAL * 


1 ,603 


100.0 



SOURCE: Question 13 

BASE: Children receiving care 
in before or after school 
activities program 



*Rapovt&d in ihouGands' 



3% 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 


J Val Id answers 


256. 


Did not apply 


9,131 


Non-response 


,10 


TOTAL 


9,357 
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LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE; 

HEADSTART 



uuvc! ui jo ubi dL ciun 


Projected 
Children* 


Percent 


Very satisfied 


84 


69,6 


Satisfied , ' 


24 


19.9 


Not completely, satisfied 


100 


8.3 


Dissatisfied 


3 


2,2" 


TOTAL ,.• 


121 


100.0 


SOURCE: Question 13 


^Reported in thousands 



BASE: Children receiving care 
in Headstart, 



Less than 1% 



Unweighted Sample Di 


spositlon J 


e Valid answers 


43 j 


Did not apply 


9,351 


Non-response 


3 


TOTAL 


9,397 
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TABLE V-26 



ATTITUDE OF USERS TOWARD CHANGING 
THEIR CURRENT METHOD OF CHILD CARE 



User Attitude 


Projected 
Households'* 


Percent 


Prefer to change 


3,679 


23.8 


Prefer not to change 


11,764- 


76.2 


TOTAL 


15,443 


100.0 . 


SOURCE: Question 15 ' 




* Reported in thouBanda 



BASE: Households that use 
child care 




65% 



Unweighted Sam 


pie Disposition 


Valid answers 


2 f 856 


, Did not apply 


1,738 * 1 


Non-response 


15 , 


' Total 


4,609 ■ / 
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Section VI 

COST AND 
TRANSPORTATION 



cf 
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SECTION VI 
COST AND TRANSPORTATION 



In this section costs, including in-kind compensation, are presented 
by type of care. Supplemental cross-tabulations are included in the appendix 
at the end of the sebtion by marital/ employment states, race/ethnicity and 
household poverty status. Cost thresholds and transportation- related 
variables are also reported since each has a direct role In determining 
resources allotted for care, 

Costa 

About one in ten users, moit of whom receive services fiom relatives, 
Headstart or before and after school programs, report no compensation 
whatsoever for child care (Table VI-1). Over half of all users (55. 2%), 
notably those using home-baied care by noa- relatives, nursery schools or 
day care centers, pay in cash. Approximately the same proportion receive 
some services in exchange for services or favors, with about one^ five paying 
cash for one arrangement and "in-kind" for another. The relatively low pro- \ 
portion (43. 7%) paying cash for care in the other home by non-relative category 
indicates that caution should be used in equating this method with the concept ' 
of "family day care home. " 

The distribution of total costs paid by method (TabJe VI-2) is 
analytieallyuaeful not only as an economic measure, but also as a supple- 
mentary partition between casual and formal users. Only approximately 3. 8 
million (23, 7%) of the user households pay $15 per week or more,, and nearly 
ha!*: (47%) report no cash expenditures for child care, 

VI-1 



TABLE VI-1 



PAYMENT FOR" CHILD CARE IN DOLLARS OR EXCHANGE OF SERVICES/FAVORS 



TYPE OF CM 



Own name by relative 

Own hone by non-relative 

Dthef horn by relative 

Other hotm by non-rilativi 

Nursery 

Center 

Coeperativi 

B/A fcnaol 

Head start 

ALL TYPES*'* 



US" 
Compensation 



"COMPENSATION 



Projected HH " Percent 



■1,310 
377^ 

i ,m 

m 
in 

89 
50 
122 
5 S3 
1,671 



6,7 
22,4 

1-2 
15.8 
12.7 
14.7 
57.7 
79,8 
10.5 



iompeniatlon 

In Dollar s 

Projected 



Tercent 



" Exchange 07 
Services/favors 



932 
4.528 
952 
2,243 
1.421 
542 
58 
305 
■f 3 
8,717 



SOURCE: Question 25 

BASE: Households using the respective 
types of child care 




15 

80 
12.4 
43, 7 
80,3 
77.5 
17.1 
28 J 
2,9 
55.2 



Prgjected HH _ _Percenj^ 



3,538 
727 
5,024 
1,472 
69 
68 
232 
151 
18 
8,609 



61.2 
12.3 
65.2 
48.1 
3.9 
' 9.7 
68.2 
14. Q 
17.3 
54.5 



TOTAL 



PrQjicte"d~R^_PercenT 



5,780 
5,632 
7,705 
5,137 
1,769 
699 
340 
1.078 
104 
16,790 



100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100,0 
100.0 
100. 0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 



VaHd~An5hef7 



1,017 
818 
1,420 

m 

152 
54 

172 
38 
2,553 



^Reported in ihouBanda 

**DQe& not odd to lOO% j since 
a household could pay for 
one type mid mohange 
serviaee fop another 
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TABLE VI-2 



WEEKLY EXPENDITURES BY TYPE OF CARE * 
(Households reported in thousands Including multiple methods) 



Collars p{p 
M 


By kj 




Own Hemi 
by Non-Rel 




Qthtr Hs 
by Rel 


le 


Other Hoi 
by Mel 




Nursery/ 
Fre-ichool 


Day Care 
Center 




Cooperative ; 

f rorr 


B/A School 


Us 


adstar 


t 


ALL TYPES 


_ 


fajacti 


r t ~ " 

Li 


Projected 
Jt- 


r 


Project! 

Hi 


i 


Projected 

i 


V 


Projected 

i .1 


Prgjtcted 
HN 


i 


Projected' 
HH • 


HH 


tr 


Ojicts 
HH 


i 

>. 


HH '» 


tone : 


4,664 


80-7 


2,063 


36,6 


6,580 


8S f 4 


3,028 


58.9 


444 25.1 


76 


10,9 


251 75,0 


/ 

803 t 


74,5 


57 


63,8 


7,433 


47.0 


1-5 


ICS 


8,8 


2,388 


12,4 


111 


2,9 


588 


11.4 


28? 15,2 


97 


13.9 


70 20.5 


• 180 


15.7 


i 


5,7 


2,63C 


16,7 


. y 

10-14 


65 

191 


1.1 
3,4 


381 • 
202 ; 


6,3 
3,6 


51 
293 


0,7 
3,6 


139 
351 


2.7 

i, 

6,2 


145 13,8 
144 8,1 


n 

- 131 


6.9 
16.3 


3 0,0 

4 1.2 


35 
25 


3.2 
2.4 


c 

?. 


CO 
0,9 


1,155 


5,1 
7.3 


1J.19 
20-24 




1.7 
1,2 


185 
110 


3,3 

2.9 


229 
117 


3,0 
■1,5 


247 
264 


4,8 
5,1 


86 4.9 
169 9.6 


87 
96 


12.5 
13.8 


0 0.0 

\'\. 0.3 


3 1 
. 7 


P.3 , 
0.6 


28 
0 


26,7 
0.0 


825 
935 


5.2 
5,7 


&29 


92 


1.6 


91 


1,6 


105 


1,4 


236 


4,6 


276 15.5 


132 


11,9 


, 0 : '"G.3 


0 


0.0 


, 0 


0,0 


§56 


5,4 


30-34 




0,8 


/ 33 


0,6 


41 


0.5 


148 ' 


2,9 


46 2.6 


27 


3.9 


'10 2,9 


9 


0.0 


C 


0.0 


402 


2.5 


35-33 


25 


0,4 


31 


0.6 


26 


0,3 


49 


1.0 


18 1,0 


40 


5,7 


0 0,0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


191 


1.2 


«o i up 


14 


0,2 


138 


2,5 


■ 26 


0,3 


109 


2.1 


44 2,5 


92 


13.1 


• 0 0,0 


24 


3.2 


4 


u 


191 


3,7 


Total 


5,7811 


100,0 


5,532 11 


10,6 


7,706 


100,0 


5,13? 1 


00.0 


1,759. 100,0 


' 698 


10D.0 


340 100,0 


,1,078- 1 


oo.o 


105 


lOD.e 


.15,789 1 




Valid Answers 


' 1,020 




836 




1,425 




1 848 




308 


161 




64 


181 




4j 




2,553 ' 



SOURCE: Question 25 

BASE: Households using the respective 
types of care 



One of the future goals of this study Is to compare current payments 
against the respondents 1 stated upper limit or budget threshold for care, A 
distribution of the "most [users reported] they would be able to spend altogether 
for all of [their] child care needs on a weekly basis" is given in Table VI-3, 
This variable is of limited analytic use in simple marginal form. 

Transportation 

Ignoring in-home users, about 90% of child care- related transportation 
is performed by a family member including respondents (Table VI=4) # In most 
of the remaining cases, tile child walks, Two-thirds of those who travel 
require less than 10 minutes travel time (Table VI- 5), with about 5% traveling 
30 minutes or more. In over 85% of the, cases in which a family member is 
responsible for transportation, the traveling is considered to be f! out of 
the way n (Table VI-6), 

As we have seen in Section V, convenience and transportation problems 
were not particularly highly ranked as problems or barriers to care. The maxi- 
mum travel time expressed as the maximum time respondents were willing to 
have cti'idren travel to a child care arrangement lends at least a partial clue. 
Viewed on the whole, the distribution of current travel times is substantially 
lower than the threshold limits given in Table VI-7. The two questions, 
however, are not parallel in concept as they do not measure the respondents 1 
willingness or capability to perform tihe transportation, 
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TABLE VI-3 

MAXIMUM WILLINGNESS. TO PAY FOR CHILD CARE 



Amount 



None 

$1 - $5 week 
$6 - $9 week 
$10 - $14 week 
$15 - $19 week 
$20 - $24 week 
$25 - $29 week 
$30 - $34 week 
$35 - $39 week 
$40 - $44 week 
$45 - $49 week 
$50 - $54 week 
$55 - $59 week 
$60 - $69- week 
$70 $79 week 
$80 or more/week 



TOTAL 



SOURCE: Question 38 

/ . ' 
BASE: Households that 
use child care 




Projected 







■ i / 1 Q 


11 1 
1 I * 1 


2 060 


1^ 4 


1 332 


8 fi 


2*142 


13-8 


1 931 * 


IP 5 


2 149 




1 810 


1 1 7 


758 




ouu 


9 n 
t . u 


OO ! 


c • J 


208 


1.3 


375 


2.4 


46 


0.3 


101 


0.7. 


65 


0.4 


129 


0.8 


15,495' 


100.0 



*RmpQTiBd in thousands 



Unweighted Sample 


Disposition 


Valid answers 


2,829 


Did not apply 


1,738 


Non-response 


42 


TOTAL 


4,609 



VI- f) 
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TABLE VI-4 



METHODS USED FOR GETTING CHILDREN TO AND 
FROM CHILD CARE ARRANGEMENTS 



Method '.. v 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


. 1. 


Not applicable (in respondent's own home 
home only) 


5,100 


32.4 


2, 


Respondent takes them 


8,143 


51.7 


3, 


A family member takes them 


1,491 


9.5 


4,, 


A friend takes then 


155 


1.0 


5. 


Gar pool 


123 


0.8 


6. 


A child service takes them 


167 


1.1 " 


7. 


Child(ren) walk(s) 


1,772 


11,2 


8. 


Ch*ld(ren) use(s) public transportation 

r 


122 


0.8 


9. 


Other 


119 


0.8 




TOTAL 


15,753 


- 100.0 



SOURCE 
BASE 



Question 35 

Households that 
use child care 



^Reported in thouBandB 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 


# Multiple 
Answers 


Number of 
Respondents 


Percent 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 


2,658 
181 , 
22 
3 
2 


92.7 
- 6.3 
0.8 
0.1 
0.1 


Val Id answers 2,866 
■Did not apply 1 ,743 


lt30.0 


■ tot; 


U. 4,609 





2 H 0 
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TABLE VI-5 ■ 

APPROXIMATE REQUIRED TRAVEL TIME 
TO MAIN TYPE OF CARE 



Amount of Time 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


1. 


Ntft applicable (in rp<;nnn- 
dent's own home only) 


5,561 


35,3 


2. 


Less than 10 minutes away 


6,875 


43.6 


3. 


.10 - 19 minutes away, 


2,080 


13.2 


4. 


20 - 29 minutes away 


695 


4.4 


5. 


30 - 39 minutes away 


307 


1.9 


\ 6, 


40 minutes or more away 


238 


1.5 




x TOTAL 

\ " - ~ ~ " * 


15,756 .. 


100.0 



SOURCE :\ Question 34 

BASE: Households t 
child care 



use 




*R&pQ?tg& in thouaandB 



eighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 2,867 

Did not apply 1 ,738 

No response 4 

i 

Total 4,009 



65% 



240 

VI-7 



TABLE VI-6 

ATTITUDE TOWARD WHETHER CHILD CARE 
ARRANGEMENT IS OUT OF THE WAY 



Attitude 


Projected 
Households * 


Percent 


Out of the way 


1,265 


14.5 


Not out of the way 


7,473 


85,5 


TOTAL 


8,738 . 


100.0 


SOURCE: Question 36 


* Reported in 


thousanda 



BASE 



Households 1n which 
respondent or other 
family member takes 
the children to child 
care arrangements 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Val Id answers T ,642 

Did not apply 2,940 

Non-response 1 27 

TOTAL 4,609 
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TABLE VI-7 



MAXIMUM TIME WILLING TO HAVE CHILDREN TRAVEL 
TO CHILD CARE ARRANGEMENT 



MITiOUnu Or 1 1IT16 


Projected 
Households 

* K 


Percent 


Less than 10 minutes 


2.804 


17.9 


10-19 minutes 


7,60! 


48,5 


20-29 minutes . ' * r . 


2 ,954 


■18,9 


.30-39 minutes 


1,462 


9.3 


40 minutes or more 


' 429 


2,7 


No time 


412 


'2.6 


TOTAL 


1S,66| 


100.0 


SOURCE * Question 37 


^Reported in 


thousands 



BASE: Households that 
use child care , 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 2,851 

Did not apply 1 ,738 

Non-response 20 

TOTAL 4,609 
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TABLE VI- 



CHILD CARE EXPEND TTUF 
PER WEEK BY POVERTY 



IS If) DOLLARS 
STATUS 



COST 



' Mter 
Percent 

si - 1 

Nurrbep 
Percent 

SS- » 

Percent 

510 - U 

115 - 15 
Nunfctir 
Percent 

120 - 24 

liLViJEf 

Percent 

125 - 25 
MM 
Percent 

| m * w 

Percent 

$35 - 39 
Number 
Percent 

i 

$-19 \ni yp 
libber 



2 ^1 
t p t ^ j 

, 15*6* 

m 
I2,5s 

I 

j si i 
I 

I ^ 

11.51 

16,0% 
<3 

U,3i 



•2 



69,5! 3,433 



170 



271 



20/ 



;o,9i 



2s.i: 



j 2 

31. 



'J5.0J 



5.3J 



12M 



u. 



IX j 410 



5?,H 



I 53,9! 



2Z4 



1,0: 



42.E2 



MM 6U'i 14,33; £6.31 
C0.5: 1 MM 
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TABLE VH 



TOTAL CHILD CARE EXPENDITURES IN DOLLARS PER WEEK 
BY MARITAL AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS 



< 

M 

M 



r 

! 

■ COST 


r ■ 


t,,i 

7j""' 

H'toi-*. 
of 1,^ 


' rrjjt U-C 


VI ' 

i v,- 
-{* ■ 

r,f 








! 










3,517 




Percent 


i 
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SI - 5 


! ■- 
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! m 


13,0:; 




10 








(9.9J 














Rubber 


194 


?,as 




3, 


Percent 


Z4.4S 




1 




110 - 14 
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flutter 


27fi 


4 , nt: 




5, 


Peiw.t 
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m 
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TILE VI-10 



TOTAL CHILD CARE EXPENDITURES III DOLLARS 
PER WEEK By RACE/ETHNICITY 



COST 














f 






i Mot 




i Sl.11 




! Sjj/i n i s h 




T~ Other 


TOTAL 




.Projected 


Percent 


: Prtj'uu? 

Ho'j 1 d 


r'drcon: 
1 (if SiM 


. HCJiS'Tlds C f " 


cent 
bM 


TSjected Percent! Projected Percent 
tohglds of Base! toehold; of Bjsp 


tone 
[tabor 
Percent 


• 

i 

1 74. IS 


Mi 


1 

2,417 
15.11 


E9.G3 


90S 68 
5,71 


M 


5.2! 


66, 61 


16.013 85.71 
100,01 , 


Percent 


2,141 
31.7S 


}\,n 
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11. X 


S.Sii 


32 7 

1 3.5; 




50 

3,5% 


7.3S 
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Section VIS 

NIONS AND 
ATTITUDES 



SECTION VII 



OPINIONS AND ATTITUDES 



Phase ID of this study will consists of a rigorous examination of con- 
sumer opinions and attitudes. The principal goal of this stage of analysis will 
be the development of consumer typologies based upon attltudinal patterns as 
well as manifest usage and independent demographic variables. 

Consequently, a series of attitude scales were included in the Instru- 
ment as were several opinion questions of possible policy-related value. Simp! e 
tabulations of these variables, therefore, are included in this section only as a 
matter of interest, exclusive of comment, explanation or analysis. 
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TABLE VII-1 

USER'S ATTITUDE TOWARD STANDARDS FOR CHILD CARE 



1 - - ~: - - 

Standards for Child Care 


Someone Else's 
Home (Q.29) 


Pantos A fin 

School 


(Q.30) 




Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


Projected 
Households 


Percent 


i , 


Fire and building safety 


10,810 


67,4 


14,754 


93.8 


2, 


Cleanliness and sanitation of facilities 


12,356 


78.5 


14,795 


94.1 


3, 


Number of children per responsible adult 


9,784 


62.2 


13,494 


85.8 


4. 


Training and qualification of staff 


6,946 


44.1 


13,908 


88.5 


5. 


Food and nutrition 


9,969 


63.3 


13,788 


87.7 


6.' 


Program content and activities 


5,736 


36.4 


12,694 


80.7 


7, 


Space per child, and physical surroundings 
and equipment 


7,354 


46.7 


12,776 


81 .3 


8. 


Counseling and referral services for family 
and child problems 


4,023 


25.6 


10,864 


69.1 


9. 


Health condition of staff and children 


9,319 


59.2 


13,975 


88.9 


10. 


No standards should be set 


2,091 


13.3 


119 


0.8 




TOTAL 


15,739 


100.0 


15,721 


100.0 



SOURCE: Questions 29 and 30 

BASE: Households that use 
child care 



* Reported in thousands 



Q.29 




655 



Q,3Q 



& D u 



Unwei qhted 


Sample 0 


spoil Hon 


# Multiple 


Number 


of 


Answers 


Rnf.pondf 


mts Percent 


1 


473 


16,5 


2 > 


218 


7,6 


3 


356 


12,4 


4 


347 


12,1 


5 


271 


9,5 


6 


236 


8,2 


7 


182 


6.4 


8 


' 209 


7.3 


9 


573 


20,0 


Did not apply 


1,744 




Total 


4,609 




1 


55 


2,3 


2 


60 


2.1 


3 


112 


3.9 


4 


142 


5,0 


5 


146 


5.1 


6 


170 


i 5.9 


7 


132 


6.4 


8 


303 


10,6 


9 


1 ,679 


58.7 


Did not apply 


1,750 




Total 


4,609 


•* 



TABLE VII-2 

USER'S ATTITUDE ON THE NEED TO SET QUALIFICATIONS FOR 
CAREGIVERS WHO PROVIDE CARE IN CHILDREN'S OWN HOMES 



Attitude 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


Qua lifications should be set 


7,046 


45,0 


Qualifications should not be set 


7,750 


49,5 


Don't know 


858 


5,5 


TOTAL 


15,653 


100.0 



SOURCE : Question 31 

* BASE : Households that use 
child care 



^Reported in thousands 
^Unweighted Sample Disposition 




Recognized value 2,851 
Did not apply 1 ,738 

Non-response 20 



TOTAL 



4 S 609 



65% 



TABLE VI 1-3 
ADULT/CHILD RATIOS FOR CHILDREN 0-2 



Number of Children 
Per Adult 


Family Day 
Care Homes (Q, 32) 


Day Care Centers 
and Nursery Schools 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


Projected 
Households * 


Percent 


1 


459 


7,8 


236 


4.1 


2-3 


2,748 


47.4 


1,413 


24.4 


4=5 


1 : 833 


31 ,6 * 


2,092 


36,2 


6-7 


449 


7.7 


709 


12.3 


8-9 


193 


3,3 


456 


7.9 


1 to - n 


76 


1 .3 


491 


8.5 


12 - 13 


5 


0.1 


152 


2.6 


14 - 15 


9 


0,2 


94 


1.6 


16 - 1? 


0 


0.0 


3 


0.0 


18-19 


22 


0.4 


46 


0.8 


20 - 21 


3 


0.1 


41 


0,7 


22 or more 


11 


0.2 


53 


0.9 


TOTAL 


5,800 


100.0 


5,784 


100.0 




Mean = 3. 


8 


Mean = 


5.9 



SOURCE: Question 32 & 33 

BASE: Households that use c 
: and have at least one 



^Reported in Thou&ande 



care 
d 0-2 



i 1 1 



Unweighted Sampl 


e Disposition 




Q.32 Q . 33 


Valid answers 
Did not apply 
Non-response 


1,045 1,041 

3,553 3,553 
11 15 


TOTAL 


4,609 4,609 
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24% 
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TABLE VII-4 

ADULT/CHILD RATIOS FOR CHILDREN 3-5 



Number of Children 
Per Adult 



2 - 


3 


4 - 


5 


6 - 


7 


8 - 


9 


10 - 


Tl 


12 - 


13 


14 - 


IS 


Ye - 


17 


18 - 


19 


20 - 


21 


22 or 


more 



TOTAL 



Family Day 
Care Homes (Q. 32) 



Projected 
House hoi ds* 



137 
1 ,508 
3,142 
1,064 
575 
474 
C54 
62 
7 
42 
9 
22 



Percent 



7,105 

Mean =5,4 



100.0 



SOURCE 
BASE; 



Questions 32 & 33 

Households that use child 
care and have at least 
one child 3-5 



Day Care Centers 
and Nursery School s 



Projected 
Households* 



1.9 


17 


21 .2 


325 


44 . 2 ,; 


1,754 


15.0 


1 ,156 


8.1 


873 


6.7 


' ,392 


0.9 


389 


0.9 


519 


0.1 


41 


0.6 


111 


0.1 


207 


0.3 


154 



Percent 

0.2 
4.6 
24.7 
16.3 
12.3 
19.6 
5.5 
7.3 
0.6 
3.9 
2.9 



7,105 

' Mean =9.0 



100.0 



^Reported in Thousand® 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Q. 32 Q.33 
Val id answers 1 ,314 * 1 ,314 
Did not apply 3,281 3,281 
Non-response 14' 14 



4,609 4,609 
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TABLE VI 1-5 
ADULT/CHILD RATIOS FOR CHILDREN 6-9 



Number of Children 
Per Adult 


Family Day 
Care Homes (Q. 32) 


Day Care Centers 
and Nursery School s 


Pro jectod 

1 in 1 1 c o hn 1 He -k 
i iUU at lly I u ^ 


r ere en t 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


1 


18 


0.2 


4 


0.1 


2-3 


937 


' 13.2 


'" 147 


2,1 


4 - 5 


2,621 


36,9 y 


y 

1,142 


16,0 


6 - 7 


1 ,497 


21 .1 


1 ,000 


14,0 


8 - 9 1 


896 


12.6 


922 


12.9 


10 -11 


629 


8.9 


1 ,443 


20,3 


12 - 13 


136 


1.9 


426 


6,0 


14 - 15 


187 


2.6 


782 


11,0 


16 - 17 


5 


0.1 


93 


1,3 


18 - 19 


77 Q. 
10 


1 1 
i . I 


349 


4,9 


20-21 


21 


0,3 


403 


,5,7 


22 or more 


78 


1.1 


409 


5.7 


TOTAL 


7,103 


100,0 


7,121 


100.0 




Mean = 


s.s 


Mean = 


10,8 



SOURCE 
BASE: 



Questions 32 & 33 

Households that use child care 
and have at least one child 6-9 



*Reporimd in Thousands 




29% 
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Unweighted Sampl 


e Disposition 


Val jd answers 
Did not apply 
Non-response 


5J1 Q.33 
1,301 1,306 
3,289 3,289 
19 - 14 


TOTAL 


4,609 4,609 



TABLE VII-6 



ADULT/CHILD RATIOS FOR CHILDREN 10-13 



Nijrnhpr nf Chi IHvian 

IIUIIIWGI U 1 will I U| til 

Per Adult 

^ - - . ^ _ 


Family Day 
Care Homes (Q, 32) 


Day Cam Centers 
and Nursery Schools 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


Projec ted 

Households* Perec 


?nt 


1 
i 


— — — — 
34 


0.7 


■ 

0 0 


.0 




533 


10.4 


65 1 


,3 


/I K 
H - 3 


1,42!) 


27.9 , 


587 11 


.4 


A 7 


981 


19.2 


615 12 


.0 


Q Q 

o - y 


567 


11.1 


484 9 


,4 


1 U - II 


863 


16.9 


, 1,088 21 


2 


1 £ - I J 


213 


4.2 


400 7 


9 




268 


5.2 


541 10 


5 


16-17 


4 


0. 1 


97 I 


9 


18 - 19 


88 


1.7 


315 6. 


5 


20 - 21 


52 


1.0 


438, 8. 


5 


cc or more 


83 


1.6 


503 9. 


8 


i 

TOTAL . 


5,112 


100.0 


5,140 100. 


0 . 




Mean •- 7, 


7 


Mean -- 12.3 


I- 



*RepoFied in Thousands 

SOURCE: Question 32 & 33 ■ 



■ BASE: 


Households that use child 


Unweighted Sample Disposition 




care and have at least 
one child 10-13 




Ml: Ml 


i 


i 


o ... ■ 


Valid answers 
Did not apply 
Non-response 


959 963 
3,632 3, '632 
18 14 


\, 




TOTAL 


4,60^1 4,609. 
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I AdLL VII-/ 

USER OPINIONS REGARDING SPECIAL SFRVICES: 
IMMUNIZATIONS AND MEDICAL CHECK-UPS 



N 

1 





Should be Available 
10. 39) 


Willingness to Pay Extra** 
(0.40) 


'• Presently Available 
: , (0-41) 


Response 


. Projected 
Households* Percent 


Projected 

Households* Percent 


Projected 

Households* Percent 


Yes 


10,165 64.5 


8,124 


80,0 




Sit 6.2 


No 


5,353 33.9 


1 ,598 


15.8 


13 


,541 86.0 


Do Not Know 


252 1,6 


422 


4,2 


J 


\ 

,233 7.8 


' TOTAL , 


15,770 100,0 


10,145 100.0 


15,750 100.0 



SOURCE; Questions 39, 40 & 41 

BASE; Households that use 
care, 



258 




ERIC 



65! 



%pgrted in ihomariB 
H%1td onty of to indicating 
"Should k mikbU 11 



weighted Sample Disposition 



Valtd answers 2,870 1,975 2,866 

Did not apply 1,738 2,632 1,738 

Non-response [ 2 5. 

TOTAL 4,609 . 4,609 4,609 



., TABLE VH-8 . 
JSER OPINIONS REGARDING SPECIAL SERVICES: 

DENTAL CHECK-UPS 



< 

M 
M 

i 



Response 


Should be Available 
(Q. 39) 


Willingness to Pay Extra** 
(0. 40) 


Presently Available 
(Q- 41) 




Projected 

Households*. Percent 


Projected 

Households* Percent 

H— ^ 


Projected 

Households* Percent 


Yes 


9.026 57.3 


7,120 79,0 


— — , , — 

?58 4.8 


No 


6,372 40.5 


1,518 , 16.9 


■13,640 86,9 


Do Not Know 


. 354 2.2 


372 4.1 


1,300 8,3 


TOTAL 


1 5,753 100,0 


9.010 100.0 


15,698 100.0 



SOURCE: Questions 39, 40 8 41 

BASE: Households that use 
child care. 



*fyorted in thousands 
*<*6ked only of ihse irAicating 
"SheuU be milobU" 




65? 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 



M m Ml 

Valid answers 2,868 1,800 2,858 

Did not apply 1,730 2,806 1,738 

Non-response ^ 3 13 

TOTAL 4,609 4,609 4,609 
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— "TABLE VIT-9 ^ 

JSER OPINIONS RE^RDINS SPECIAL SERVICES: 
PLANNED NUTRITIONAL MEALS AND SNACKS 



Response 


Should be Available ' 
W. 39) 


Willingness to Pay Extra** 

(q, 40) 


Presently Available 
(0.41) 


Projected 

Households* , Percent 


Projected 

Households* 'Percent 


Projected 

Households* Percent 


Yes 
■ No 
Do lot Know . 

TOTAL . 


15,160 ■ §6,2 

. 1 , 519 3.3 ! 
78 0.5 


- - ■ 5 : * 

10,527 . 69.5 
4,166 . 27,5 
45? 3,0 


. 6,988 44,5 
' 7,957 50,5 
819 , 5,2 


15,75? * 100.0 


15,149 100.0 


15,764 100.0 



SOURCE; questions 39, 40 & 41 

BASE; Households that use 
«, child care, 



*RepOPtod in thmmds 
**IL$hdmli6f those iriioating 



2 



9 

ERIC 




m . A 



Unweightec 


Sample Disposition 


■ ,■ i 


y| yo yi_ 


Valid answers 


2,868 2,760 ."Z,^ 
1,738 1,84? 1,738 


Did not apply 


Nonrrespon$.e 


3 _2 2 


TOTAL, 


4,609 4,609 4,609 



: I Able VII- ! U 
USER OPINIONS REGARDING SPECIAL SERVICES: 
PLANNED EDUCATION ACTIVITIES - 



i 

N 



c' 

Response 

^ j 


Should be Available 
' 13-39) , ,. 


Wi 111 ngne 


iss to Pay Extra** 
(Q. 40) 


Presently Ava 
(0. 41) 


liable. 


Projected 

Households* Percent 


Projected 

Households* Percent 


Projected 

Households* Percent 


ICS 

j 


/ 

14,703 93,3 


9.082 


i 

61.8 


3,632 


23,0 


i 

NO 


aaa 5.6 


5,171 


35.2 


■ 11 ,242 ! 


7,1.3 


Do Not Know 


164 1.0 


410 


3,1 


_ 892 


5.7 


* * 

4 

■ TOTAL . 


15,756 * 100,0 

— — - * i 


14,703 


100.0 


* 

15,767 

j 


100.0 



SOURCE: Questions 39, 40 4 41 
BASE: Households that use 



*JtspOHed in thousand* 

only of the UgzHj 
"Should he mdkhy' 




(ERIC 



Unweighted Sample Disposition 




yi yo jjt 


Valid answers 


2,869 2,691 2,868 


Did not apply 


1,738 1,918 1,738 , 


Non-response 


2 w 0 f 


TOTAL 


4,609 : 4 , G09 4,609 
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• TABLE 

JSER OPINIONS REGARDING SPECIAL SERVICES: 
, COUNSELING AND REFERRAL SERVICES " 



r 

M 



SOURCE: Questions 39, 40 & 41 

BASE: Households that use 
child care. 



2 





• ■ Should be Available 

/ft ft A \ 

% 39) 


Willingness to Pay Extra** 
W. 40) 


Presently Available 

(Ml). 


Response 


Projected 

Households* Percent 


Projected 

Households* ■ ■Percent 


Projected 

Households* Percent 


yes 


12,147 77,0 


8,227 67.7 


1379 8.8 


NO 


him \%l 


iy3\)i £1*1 


19 1 


Do Not Know 


514 3.3 


558 4.6 


1,430 ' 9.1 


TOTAL 


15,765 100.0 


12,147 100.0 


15,733 ; 100.0 



**M§d mi}} of ihoBB iMimiing 
"Should k asaUdbW 



9 

ERIC 



lighted Sample Disposition 



valla answers 
Dfd not apply 
Non-response 



yi yo yv 

2,869 2,270 2,862 

1,738 2,339 1,738 

2 0 9 



■ TOTAL , 4,609 4,609 4,609 
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TABLE 

JSER OPINIONS REGARDING SPECIAL SERVICES: 
PSYCHOLOGICAL TESTING 



1 





Should be Available 
10. 33) 


Willingness to ■ Pay Extra** 
(MO) 


Present]'/ Available 

(Mi) 


Response ; 


riDjeC LEU 

Households* Percent 


Households* 1 Percent 


Households* Percent 


Y6S 


. . . j__ . — 

i ,■= 
i 

,i 

9,673 61 J 


p 

7,127 , 74.0 


, 723 4.6 


No 

Do Not Know 


■ 5,311 : 33.9 

i 

m 1 4.3 


2,1 07 21,9 
'396 ' 4.1 


13,401 ; 85.7 
1,515 9.7 


: t 

' TOTAL . 


15,657 100.0 


9,630 lOO.OV 


15,639 , 1 100.0 ■ 



SOURCE: Questions 39, 40 & 41 

ISE: Households that use 
child care. 



%pvki in ihousmis 
> m 4bM 0% of time indicating 
"ShgiM he avdTMi" , " 




65! 



Unweiifited Sample Disposition 



JJf - Is*. MI 

Hal id answers 2,04b ' 1,837 2,845 

Did not apply 1,738 4,763 1,738 

Non-response ; _J| 9 _ 26 

, TOTAL 4,609 4,609 4,609: 
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• TABLE VII-13 " N ■ 
METHODS OF' PARENT INVOLVEMENT 



Method 


Projected 
Households* 


Percent 


1 , 


Talk regularly with person who cares for my child about his/her 
activities and development ' < a 

•• ' / 


13,418 


86,9 


2. 


Spend time In home, day care center, or nursery school wjLth my 
child to see how* things are done 


9,284 


60.1 ' 


3. 


Work as a volunteer member of staff 1 In a day care center, 
nursery school or family day care home. 


4,760 ' 

s 


30,8 


4. 


Talk to parents whosj children are in this arrangement . 


6,658 


' 43,1 


5. 


Help decide what kinds of activities and programs will be 
provided * . _ 


6,873 


'44.5 

< 


6. 


■*i ■ 

Help decide on selection of staff ' for day care center, nursery 
school or home where there is more than one person who cares 
f o r my child 


1,223 


20.9 


7. 


Learn more about effective ways of raising children 


.8,065 


52.2 


8. 


Receive counseling about child and family related problems 


* 5,375 


34,8 ' 


9. 


Help decide on how available funds should be spent s e.g., types 
of equipment purchase : field trips, staff salaries, etc, 




. i 


10, 


Work as a paid staff member in a day rare center,, nursery 
school or family day care home 


2,408 . 


15.6 




- i" 

% * TOTAL 


15,437 


100.0 

1 



SOURCE: Question 43 

1 • 

BASE: Households that use 
child care" 



^Reported in thousands 
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Unweighted Sample Disposition 


if Multiple Number of 
Answers Respondents 


Percent' 


' 1 


373 


13.2 


2 


426 


15.1 


3 


487 


17.2 


4 


461 


16.3 ' 


5 


340 • 


12.0 


6 


220 


7,8 


. 7 


179 


6.3 


8 


130 


4,6 >' 


9 • 


• 135 > 


4,8: 


10 , 


77 


i.7 


Valid answers 


2 t B2B 


100,0 , 


Did not apply 


1,781 




TOTAL 


4,609 


1 , 



• ■ '" TABLE VII-14 

USE OF CHILD CARE FUNDS; ALL PROGRAM SUPPORT OPTIONS 



Programs 


Projected 
Households 


Percent 


.1. 


A referral service where parents could 
get infofip^tion about' screened and 
qualified people and agencies to provide 
child ca^e . \ 


... i 5,124 ■ 


62 


.1 


2, 


Assistance to establish additional child 
care facilities 


12,159 


49 


.9 


3; 


Sumner programs ' 


/ 

1 *+ j £ 1 Q 


58 


,3 


4, 


Before arid after school programs 


11,633 


47 


8 


5. 


A' monitoring system to check on 
caregivers and facilities 


Q 581 


39 


3 


6. 


Training programs for caregivers ' 


' 12,723 


1 "52, 


? 


7, 


None of these * 


891 


' 3, 


7 




r . . TOTAL 


24,361 


100, 


0 



SOURCE : Question 58 

BASE:* All households with 
, children under 14 



* Reported in thousand! 




100% 



Unweighted S; 


implt Disposition 


# Multiple Number of 




Answers R< 


ispondent 


Percent 


1 


613 


13,3 


2 


907 


19.7 


3 


1,707 


37,1 •• 


4 


604 


13.9 


, 5 


291 , 


6.3 


6 


445 


9,7 


TOTAL 


4,609 
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tabu; vr i -Hi 
ur.i. or CHILD CAW I' 



,\M ORDER OF TOP IHRET OPTIONS 

Rank Order 



Yoijri 



I- A ' '' ! ■ i ■ > • . | sorvicp whore parents could 
i , > ' 'Mfornn''' 0 ' 1 about screened and 
.<•' 1 i i peoplp and titjencies to 
l> 0V 'iU. c tii 1(l urn 



n h i' n 



Uj hst f ihl i s h t*ddi t.iorifil 



aim 



[,ri° r o tUK j tifte r school progrt 

'■v»nit^ r ,; na 5ystpm to check on 
C£» |0l Jivers cUhi facilities 



T>" ,! 1r ^'n ( j pf Mra nis for caregiver." 

Total Percent 
Projected Households 



:;A5t: A11 households thai supper. 

i^ast one program opt , on 




1st 

31 .67 

17.4 

1 5 . f. 
9.3 
9.7 

1 00 . 0 

23 , 2:0 



2nd 



I 7 . 57'. 



1 b.d 

!".4 
17.1 
14. /I 

100.0 

?1 ,041** 



3rd 



1 6 , 6! 



15.0 

1 9 .') 
In.'- 
13.1 

100.0 

16,062** 



•19 



3{i 



an 



Hea:'aanrn tiincsc not all iwp^ 
Jcntr ahana thr^c option?- 
Ciicnt-ion 53 



VII- 16 



0 
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TABLE Vli. 16 



USE OF CHILD CARE FUNDS: 
PAYMENT FOR SERVICES 



Parent Method 



P 1 , ct cash P^Mnents to working 
P^ents for child care 

!Ji r0c L cash Ptyments to the person 
" r agency P r Qviding the child' 



m 



for the Work i ng parsnis 
I'th^** 



0As E: AT] households wjfh 
chi 'clren under 14 




Projected 
Households* 



4,772 



18,227 



J.«326 



24,326 



Perc_ent_ 
19,(3 

74.9 

Jl-3 
too. 0 



the respondent- 



Unweighted Sample Disposit 



Valid answers 4,595 
Non-response _ 14 



TOTAL 



4,609 



iQOZ 



vn-n 



TABLE VII -17 
PREFER^ METHOD EOR SETTING CHILD CARE FEES 

Preferred Method 



Child should be free to all those 
% Q rT |i Oht need it regardless of income 

1 h e ( jr' K - of child care should he adjusted 
'kcor^'^ t0 pact's ability to pay 
scale) 

; .i,-,,, *. should p ;j v t'or aii costs of the 
Cn ild ' c!r " l 'iey i'5(> 



Projected 
Households* 



TOTAL 



s 0n R r:f ; question 61 



2,147 
19,978 



2 , 204 



24,328 



* r, 



i;A '..(' : All ho use ho :s with 
children under ' 4 



Percent 



8 . 8 
02.1 



1 00 . 0 




Unweighted Sample Disposition 



Valid answers 
Non- response 

TOTAL 



4,597 
U 

4,609 



100,. 



21 i 



* VII- 18 



ATTITUDE PANEL (PART II OF QUESTIONNAIKt; 



84,8 



40.4 



75.5 



17.7 



45.5 



22.7 



84.2 



2.5 



3.3 



27,? 



53.5 



9.( 



62.9 



42.0 



4.6 



43. 



7.6 



52.( 



It's (i, t. L f i t » t tlie person or piece taking care of 
children -"Siires the parent* r. uwn sense of value:;, 



1 would f'ofcr to -hdve someone come into my I'D-!) to fa 1 -' 
care of ^' children over any other typo of arrangement. 



3' Sonic of ^ children can stny by theiiisolve'i for ,1 while 
until I f i nt ho~e, 



l< The pcrSO" who nr^ r or ;sy child should Inwe 7 t s of 
yxperi ence looking after children, 



§. [f j ( liV i SCmnone £C" if - into my hone to stay with my 
childrtn. I would worry about th i ng s d i ^appearing , 



t> I soineti^ feel guilty when I have to leave my cm" id 
with someone else. , 

/ » . 

■/■ lists of Qualified ur'aglvcrs sho6l d he available in 
a kind of referral center, 



/I. Th<»re is to ° much stress placed on tryino to teach a 
,ln!d th 1 ■ ;> ■ it; root places whore children ore Ur.nr 

Cjf! 0- 

I wouldn 1 1 have sitter cuise into ny hore to tare care' 
of my children unless I knew them very well. 



I where g r0y ^ cf cMldrer ,ue taken care o r ; 



36,0 



IH.9 



2.2 



48.8 



28. 



Z7.5 



4.4 



25.5 



a, 5 



13,3 17,7 50.6 



33.5 



55. 



5,2 17,5 



43.9 



3,3 



35, 



4 37.6 



6.9 



6.7 



30,2 I 44.3 



3.6 



20,4 



i.9 



0.3 



8.3 



1.5 



1.7 



'4.9 



4.7 



/3V 



37-7 



51,2 



■14,7 



M Q 



68,1 



26,5 



30.7 



13,5 



36,' 



?i,5 



26,5 



5,3 



17,2 



21 



52. 



64.0 



2?'/ 



9 

ERIC 



11 V; ! ->M 
need ^ f ' r, > 



12. Kmy W e . 
for the ^ 



are r; " '"M'ifr r 



ft 1 Mr 



15. Ch11*«n (u. K :i 
ft),, this"." n ' " Li " 



17, Working 



,1V, r 



:1(! 



to 



to 3 mucn % ^ 



,,-* F * {i 1 1 1 «' ""lOT*' 1 l Vn^jmJ"'^ 



■F I 



23.Z 



41- 



f. I 



0' I ?e 



5 



1 ! 



.16- 



33^ 



,1 1 



he- 1 1 3i 



■3, -« 



l 7 - ! 14.9 i s * 



]0' ; ! lo 7 



5b; 



spa ejjaiaaiL^-j^-'it 



8 . 2 



3C.Q 



SO. 5 



?.5 



47.4 



57,4 



28,6 



14,8 



62. 



I), Ihu mil in ailvMMMiijL' of daycare center: 
loam how to y t ;L il or. j with others, 



U> that: childn 



£2, I ilon' l think th.it children .jut om^jh porsana 
dttent ion at tinyc.iro ctnturr, . 



23, I have had to r:hanye my utters often he^ase the- 
have boen so undependabl e . 



Emergency child care facilities should dl available 
in every eoRMunity. 



"y chi],! hi Id r,?t qet ynoi 
rami ] y d, j re hone. 



-■rsfj/hi 1 a f !'-r* <•-'* i n a 



" >6 < Men Other pec pie take care of n;y ere ...:rer they don't 
get enough discipl k ; . 



27, Mothers who w.ork r eg 

r-;julL. 



••e r cr i ] dre r 



23. Daycare centers and nursery schools are mostly 
the sare thing, 



23. I an more correrned abJ-jt ny child's er.ntional develop 
nent than his/her ^ducst ienal devulopnent when scneone 
else is taking care of higher. 

~ : 0, A person who comes into my re-.rx' to takf: care e.f my 
■ child(ren} should help around the 'house as i-..:i , 



•v . .... I 



:»->AOift.K : ;; 



21.7 



4.3 



! 

I 37.7 



3.6 



56. 2 



9A 8 38,8 27/7 



18,2 



50,0 ! 5,7 



6,6 



5.3 



16, 



32.9 



53,4 



4,0 



39,4 



0,9 



2,3 



17. 



0,8 



2.4 



6.1 



4.3 



20,5 24.3 



14,9 



,6 46,4 



2,4 



26. 



17,5 



17,3 



44,4 



25. 



13,4 



53,4 



3,2 



13,0" 



3.5 



1,4 



9.2. 



5,0 



3,0 



2,0 



2,1 



ERLC 



1V:LI </. :::.-! :■.,-') 











/' 


■ ■iliOViI.Y 

; 'Vir F'f" 
KlLlUVUdldl 






i 




DON'T 




60.0 


> ''"'Viivjj'(fir7 l " t "' i ' 

22. 2 


3,1 , 


The person who caron for my child hnvu ; ,r c 
kind of train in in child ran/, 


15.1 




16.1 


20,6 


1.6 


1.6 


\ 

1 


44,8 

J j i j 


36.7 
63.6 


32, 

33 


Relatives let cKdren gfl (tway with toe mru 
I would never send ir.y child to o daycare tenter ( 


1 L i L 

4.1 


9.4 


i y * Q 

20,0 


11 $ 
52,2 


J i L 

11.4 


1 7 
3,0 








'\H 


I feel that all schools should pro v 1 rt p s % u r v i ^ o:1 and 
organized after-school activities for their children, 


1U 


40,1 


15,3 


21,5 


?J 


1.7 




81,5 


10,3 


35, 


Cash payments for child c a f c to working mp t hprs should ! 
be based upon their f i na nc 1 Eil need, 


25.2 


56.3 


6,7 


8.0 


2.3 


1.7 


s 

H 
! 

ig 






36, 


1 would rather pay someone to lock after ny childrpn 
than 1 ea^e thorn with relatives-, 


5.3 


18.4 


13.4 


46.1 


3.8 


2.0 




IS 1 


74 7 

\ 

i 


37, 


All the school-age child reeds is someone who knows 
where he is at Up school until the parent gnts hoae. 


4,1 


•14.0 


5.5 


53. 7 


21.0 


1.6' 




L 1 i / 




38, 


Daycare centers often have too wide a range of egos 
to do a good job caring for all of their children, 


4.0 


]7.7 


40,4 


&26,9 


3.0 


7,9 




70,4 


8.5 




Daycare centers should' help children to 1 earn to 
live with routines and schedules, 


11.2 


59. 2 


18.1 

1 


7,7 


0,8 


3,1 




47,9 


31,1 


40, 


i 

■I feel that part-time child cars is all right, byt I ; 
would hesitate to m it full-time, . ! 


9,7 


38,2 


18,4 


26,9 




2,6 


281 

ERIC 




t 




i 

' 1 

i 












.2: 










1 















28 j 



0 

ERIC 



MfltBffOT 



46.9 



79.7 



19.7 



14.5 



E9.9 



25.2 



85,3 



70,6 



TABLE V'll-L'l (continue'!) 



pBfiCHI'MNT 



!«;:," t 



38.! 



22.7 



B.8 



66.3 



67.0 



49.4 



66.3 



56.6 



1.9 



13. 



41. The ma i n advan t^ge of having relatives take mm 1 of riy 
children is that it is less'oxpensive than li.ivinii 
anyone else take can' of thou, 



u. Ny first choice for someone to take care of my children 
is a relative. ' • 



43. I think that every coircwnity should have supervised 
recreational programs for school -age ch. i 1 dron to attend 



after s 



I would worry about my chili! becoming closer to : the person 
who takes care of him/ her i f h^h* sp^rt n or p tine with 
than i am able to. 



25,2 



30.8 



45, I would prefer to have my child taken earn of in 
someone else's home over any other 'type of arrange! 



46. I would worry about niy child getting fed properly in 
places where groups of children are taken care of. 



47. I have had lots of difficulty finding people to take 
care of my children, 



I think that everyone who takes care of children should 
be licensed, 



I am happy with the person or niece who takes care 
of my -child, . 



2,7 



5.7 



■5.2 



10.4 



50. 1 don't think that there are enough places fpr 
school-age children to go after school, 



42.5 



29; 6" 



13.7 



37,7 



43, 



15.7 



11,8 



12,9 



11.7 



24.2 



12, 



14,8 



41,0 



18,4 



111 



I j.u 



54,7 



56. 



44. 



54.9 



2,! 



0.7 



11.9 



10,6 



1.7 



2.2 



1.4 



12.0 



7,6 



2,5 



2.5 



2.4 



VII-18 (cont,iiiip;l) 



AGREEMENT 



37,0 



16,3 



29, 



47.'/ 



30.2 



62,6 



DISAGREEMENT 



35.7 



63,0 



53, 



30,2 



47,1 



36.3 



24,7 



STRONGLY 



51. Daycare centers should accept 



52, The government should not be involved in programs 
to take care of children, 



53, I would worry about my child being treated badly 

while someone else Is' taunt] care of hiiii/fier. 



54, People who take care of children are able to 
things to children which their own parents would 
not be able to teach them, 

55, I would be willing to have my taxer, raised in order 
to support child care activities, 



56, It just doesn't pay to work if you have to 
someone to take care of your children, 



57, A mother wtio works misses the experience of seeing 
her children grow up, 



7,7 



12,7 



Z8.S 



lii'UTRMi 



DISAGREE 



26.1 ' 



10.1 



22,7 



40, C 



26,2 



27, 



35,8 



20,0 



20,1 



21,3 



10.9 



27,3 



47.9 



17,5 



STRONGLY DON'T 
DISAGREE | KNOW 



8,4 



15.1 



6,0 



25,1 



30.6 



32.7 



20,6 



16.5 



3.6 



4.2 



2.8 



1.8 



2.6 



2.3 



1.8 



28a 



